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ANALYSIS  OF  FACTORS  THAT  HAVE 
INFLUENCED  OUTCOMES  OF  BATTLES  AND  WARS: 
A  DATA  BASE  OF  BATTLES  AND  ENGAGEMENTS 


In  this  report  prepared  by  the  Historical  Evaluation  and  Research 
Organization  (HERO)  for  the  US  Army  Concepts  Analysis  Agency,  HERO  has 
compiled  data  on  600  major  battles  of  modem  history  from  the  beginning 
of  the  17th  Century  through  the  first  three  quarters  of  the  20th  Century, 
and  presented  this  data  in  a  combination  of  matrices  and  narratives.  The 
matrices  comprise  seven  tables  which  present  all  of  the  significant  ' 
statistical  data  available  on  the  battles  and  show  how  major  factors  of 
combat  have  influenced  the  outcomes  of  these  battles.  There  is  a  concise 
narrative  for  each  battle,  which  summarizes  the  principal  sources  consulted 
in  the  research  for  that  battle. v^The  data,  information,  and  analysis  are 
presented  in  Volimes  IX -VI,  as  foUowsTx 
Volune  II:  1600-1800  \ 

Volune  III:  1805-1900  1 

Volume  IV:  1904-1940  / 


Volume  V: 
Volume  VI: 


1939-1945 

1939-1973 


j'.  >  ..j 


U.-U/  Uwr  a  iw-n+s 


»  u  j 


J'  a  T  t 

or*  H c.  t  ft'**'; 

a.  i*'7 


J  J 

liCn}  i?  (2 

(j^r  i.\o  - - 


4L  r\  A- 


>.  t*  ~L> 


_ _ _  r  .*  • 


*'  5 


Table  of  Contents 


List  of  Engagements  Analyzed  and  Described  in  Volume  VI 
World  War  II 

France,  1940,  and  Malaya,  1941 
Tables  and  Matrices 
Narratives  of  Bngagenents 

The  Eastern  Front,  1941-1945 
Tables  and  Matrices 
Narratives  of  Engagements 

The  War  Against  Japan,  1943-1945 
Tables  and  Matrices 
Narratives  of  Engagements 

Okinawa  Campaign,  1945 

US  7th  Infantry  Division  Sector 
Tables  and  Matrices 
Narratives  of  Engagements 

US  96th  Infantry  Division  Sector 
Tables  and  Matrices 
Narratives  of  Engagements 

1967  Arab-Israeli  War  (Six  Day  War) 

Tables  and  Matrices 
Narratives  of  Engagements 

1968  Arab-Israeli  War 
Tables  and  Matrices 
Narratives  of  Engagements 

1973  Arab-Israeli  War  (October  War) 

Tables  and  Matrices 
Narratives  of  Engagements 

Bibliographies 


v..v  *w  \^S'.  v.  v, *. ;t«. .> «  *« j  i ,-»».■■ 


BNGAgafSNTS  ANALYZED  AND  DESCRIBED  IN  VDUIC  VI 


World  War  II 
Prance.  1940 

Sedan-Meuse  River  13-14  *tey 


Malaya.  1941 
Jitra  12  Dec 

The  Eastern  Front.  1941-1945 

Rovno  (Operation  "Barbarossa")  22-26  Jun  1941 

The  Defense  of  Moscow  30  Sep-3  Dec  1941 

Soviet  Goiaiteroffsnsive  at  Moscow  S  Dec  1941-7  Jan  1942 

The  Fogoielaye  Gorodishche  Offensive  4-11  Aug  1942 

Leningrad  (Operation  "Spark”)  12-18  Jan  1943 

Operation  ’Citadel": 

The  Oboyan-Kursk  Axis,  Phase  I  4-6  Jul  1943 
Southern  Sector  S  JU1  1943 
The  Oboyan- Kursk  Axis,  Phase  II  7-10  Jul  1943 
The  Obey  an- Kursk  Axis,  Phase  III  11-15  Jul  1943 
Prokhorovka  12-13  Jul  1943 
Kursk  Counteroffensive  (Southern  Sector)  3-23  Aug  1943 
Belgorod  3-5  Aug  1943 
The  Melitopol  Operation  26  Sep- 5  Nov  1943 
The  Korsun- Schevchenkovskiy  Operation  24  Jan- 17  Feb  1944 
Nikopol  Bridgehead  31  Jan- 5  Feb  1944 
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The  Eastern  Front.  1941- 194S  (Continued) 

Sevastopol  5-9  May  1944 

The  Berezina  River,  Byelorussian  Offensive  25-29  Jun  1944 
The  Lvov-Sandonierz  Offensive  13-29  Jul  1944 
Brody,  Phase  I  14  Jul  1944 
Brody,  Phase  II  IS  Jul  1944 
Assault  Crossing  of  the  Vistula  River,  Phase  I  29-31  Jul  1944 
Vistula  River  Operation,  Pulawy*  Phase  II  2-7  Aug  1944 
The  Yassy- Kishinev  Operation  20-29  Aug  1944 
The  Vistula-Oder  Offensive  12  Jan- 3  Feb  1945 
East  Prussia  13-31  Jan  1945 
Ciechanow,  Phase  I  14  Jan  1945 
Ciechanow,  Phase  II  15  Jan  1945 
Seelow  Heights  16-17  Apr  1945 

Manchuria,  1945 
Mutankiang  9-16  Aug 

The  War  Against  Japan,  1943-1945 

Tarawa- Betio  20-24  November  1943 

Iwo  Jima,  Into  the  Main  Defenses  20-24  Feb  1945 

I  wo  Jima,  Suribachi  20-24  Feb  1945 

Iwo  Jima,  Final  Phase  11-16  Mar  1945 

The  Okinawa  Campaign,  1945 


US  7th  Infantry  Division  Sector 
Advance  from  the  Beach  2-4  Apr 
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The  Okinawa  Campaign,  1945  (Continued) 

US  7th  Infantry  Division  Sector  (Continued) 

Advance  through  the  Outposts  5-8  Apr 

To rt>  Hill-Ouki  9-11  Apr 

Skyline  Ridge  and  the  Rocky  Crags  19-23  Apr 

Kochi  Ridge-Onaga  I  25-27  Apr 

Kochi  Ridge-Onaga  II  28-29  Apr 

Kochi  Ridge-Onaga  III  30  Apr-3  May 

Japanese  Counterattack  4-5 

Kochi  Ridge  IV  6-7  May 

Shuri  Envelopment ,  Phase  I  22-23  May 

Japanese  Counterattacks  24/25  May 

Shuri  Envelopment,  Ruse  II  26-27  May 

Shuri  Envelopment,  Phase  III  29-31  May 

Hill  95-1  6-8  Jui 

Hill  95-11  9-11  Jun 

Yaeju-Dake  12  Jun 

Hills  153  and  115  IS- 17  Jun 

US  96th  Infantry  Division  Sector 
Advance  from  the  Beachhead  2-4  Apr 
Advance  to  the  Shuri  Line  Outposts  5-8  Apr 
Kakazu  and  Tombstone  Ridges  9-12  Apr 
Nishibaru  Ridge  -  Tanabaru  Escarpment  19-23  Apr 
Maeda  Escarpment  26-29  Apr 

Attack  on  the  Shuri  Line's  Eastern  Flank,  I  11-13  May 


3 


‘  *  v*  «  '  •  *  « 


» 


The  Okinawa  Cauaian.  1945  (Continued) 

US  96th  Infantry  Division  Sector  (Continued) 

Attack  on  the  Shuri  Line's  Eastern  Plank,  II  14-18  May 
Attack  on  the  Shuri  Line's  Eastern  Plank,  III  20-21  May 
Advance  to  the  Yuxa-Dake/Yaeju-Dake  Escarpment  6-9  Jun 
Initial  Attack  on  the  Yuza-Dake/Yaeju-Deke  Escarpment  10-11  Jun 
Capture  of  the  Yuza-Dake/Yaeju-Deke  Escarpment  12-17  Jun 

1967  Arab- Israeli  War  (Six  Day  Wax) 

West  Bank 
Jenin  S/6  Jun 
Jerusalem  5-7  Jun 
Kabatiya  6-7  Jun 
Tilfit-Zababiba  6/7  Jun 
Nablus  7  Jun 


Sinai  Front 

Rafah  S  Jun 

Bir  Lahfan  5/6  Jun 

Abu  Ageila-Uta  Katef  5/6  Jun 

El  Arish  5/6  Jun 

Jebel  Libni  6  Jun 

Gaza  Strip  6-7  Jun 

Bir  Hassna-Bir  Thamada  7  Jun 

Mitla  Pass  7  Jun 

Bir  Hamna-Bir  Gifgafa  7/8  Jun 
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1967  Arab- Israeli  War  (Six  Day  War)  . (Continued) 
Sinai  Front  (Continued) 

Nakhl  8  Jun 
Bir  Gifgafa  8  Jun 

Golan  Front 

Tel  Fohar-Banias  9  Jun 
Ravriyeh  9  Jun 
Zaoura-Kala  9  Jun 

1968  Arab- Israeli  War 
Kerana  21  Mar 

1975  Arab-Ioraeli  War  (October  War) 

Suez  Front 

Suez  Canal  Assault-North  6  Oct 

Suez  Canal  Assault-South  6  Oct 

Second  Ann y  Buildup  7  Oct 
Third  Amy  Buildup  7  Oct 
Kantara-Firdan  8  Oct 
Egyptian  Offensive-North  14  Oct 

Egyptian  Offensive-South  14  Oct 

Deversoir  (Chinese  Farm  I)  15/16  Oct 
Deversoir  (Chinese  Farm  II)  16-17  Oct 
Deversoir  West  18  Oct 
Ismailia  19-22  Oct 
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1973  Arab- Israeli  War  (October  War)  (Continued) 
Suet  Front  (Continued) 

Jebel  Geneifa  19-21  Oct 
Shallufa  I  22  Oct 
Shallufa  II  23-24  Oct 
Suez  23-24  Oct 
Adabiya  23/24  Oct 

Golan  Front 

Kuneitra  6-7  Oct 

Ahmadiyeh  6-7  Oct 

Rafid  6/7  Oct 

Yehudi  a -El  A1  7/,  Tct 

Nafekh  7/8  Oct 

Tel  Faris  8-10  Oct 

Hushniyah  8-10  Oct 

Mount  Hemonit  8-9  Oct 

Mount  Hermon  I  8  Oct 

Tel  Shams  11-13  Oct 

Tel  Shaar  11-12  Oct 

Tel  el  Hara  13  Oct 

Kfar  Shams -Tel  Antar  IS  Oct 

Naba  16  Oct 

Arab  Counteroffensive  19  Oct 
Mount  Hermon  II  21  Oct 
Mount  Hermon  III  22  Oct 
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OPERATIONAL  AND  ENVIRONMENTAL  VARIABLES 


7.  (MAT  FORMS  AM)  RESOLUTION  OF  OQMMT 
War:  World  War  II 


After  the  opening  drive  into  the  Ardennes  Forest  on  10-12  Mqr  1940, 
General  Heinz  Guderian's  XIX  Panzer  Corps  reached  Sedan,  on  the  Mnase 
River,  which  it  was  ordered  to  cross  on  the  following  da/.  Success  of 
this  operation  mas  vital  for  the  cflntiramtioa  of  the  Goman  attack 
into  France  designed  to  cut  off  Allied  forces  lured  northward  by  other 
German  thrusts  into  ths  Low  Countries. 

Guderian  had  three  panzer  divisions  in  the  XIX  Pettier  Oerpe,  hut 
only  two,  the  1st  and  ths  10th,  were  along  the  Mnn  in  etrangth  for 
the  13  Hay  crossing.  Following  an  intense  artillery  aid  air  hcwhanhant 
of  French  positions  on  the  river's  west  bank,  reinforced  infantry 
i»l wants  of  the  1st  Panzer  Division  crossed  near  Floing.  A  ponton 
bridge  was  in  place  across  the  river  by  on  13  Mhy.  lb  the 

north  a  mailer  unit  failed  to  cross  the  river,  while  to  the  south  10th 
Panzer  Division  elenents  established  a  snail  bridgehead.  Qa  14  Nay  the 
1st  Panzer  Division  expended  its  bridgeheed,  sad  a  French  counterattack 
was  repulsed  with  assistance  froa  2d  Panzer  Division  units.  Haamhlle, 
another  crossing  was  aeda,  north. of  Floing,  end  by  the  evening  of  14  my 
all  three  panzer  divisions  of  the  XIX  Fnser  Corps  were  across  in  force 
and  driving  west. 

SI  snlf trance:  The  XIX  Panzer  Oorps,  and  the  XU  Panzer  Corps  to 
its  right,  had  cracked  the  week  French  defenses  along  the  Mwse  River. 

In  doing  so,  the  Gexmn  snored  units  kept  up  the  anaentua  required  for 
this  part  of  the  Geman  offensive  and  permitted  the  attack  to  continue 
to  the  English  Channel. 


Source:  T.l;  T.2:  T.3:  T.4;  T.5. 


In  Utn  1941,  Grant  Britain's  priaary  concern  in  Malaya  wi  the 
protection  of  the  naval  base  at  Singapore,  which  was  the  priae 
objective  of  Japan.  Instead  of  attacking  by  sea,  where  Singapore’s 
defenses  were  focussed,  el— its  of  the  Japanese  Twenty-fifth  Amy 
drove  overland  fron  Thailand  in  order  to  proceed  dow  the  Malay 
Pdnhinsula  to  Singapore.  With  air  and  naval  siperiority  the 
well-led  and  experienced  Japanese  troops  thwarted  all  atteapts  by 
the  British  to  alow  their  offensive.  Capturing  British  airfields 
and  cutting  off  British  forces  in  northwestern  Thailand,  they  nerved 
into  MSLaya. 

Near  Jltra,  the  British  11th  Infantry  Division  was  deployed  in 
pertly  coapleted  defenses  along  the  north-south  reed,  to  stop  tfc* 
advance  of  the  Japanese  5th  Infantry  Division.  After  pushing  aside 
delaying  forces  north  of  Jitra,  the  Japanese  arrived  just  north  of 
the  tow  on  11  December.  Unaware  of  the  density  of  the  Jltra  defenses, 
Japanese  infantry  attached  in  the  early  Morning  of  12  Decrahar  and  were 
repulsed,  but  only  after  dtvoove ring  gape  in  the  right  of  the  British 
positions.  At  daybreak,  having  brought  ip  artillery  and  rainfmr— fa, 
the  Japanese  renewed  their  attack,  concentrating  on  the  week  spots  of 
the  right-hand  British  brigade.  Poorly  trained  troops  and  iauperieaced 
officers  prevented  the  British  fron  asking  an  effective  defense,  and 
the  11th  Division  co—uoder,  Major  General  DJI.  Murray-Lyon,  requested 
permission  to  withdraw.  With  the  route  to  the  south  threatened  by 
Japanese  forces  advancing  fron  the  northeast,  Murray-Lyon  finally 
received  permission  to  pull  beck  during  the  night  an  12  December.  Under 
the  cover  of  darkness  and  in  heavy  rain,  the  reanants  of  the  division 
began  to  withdraw,  in  good  order  but  leaving  behind  many  vehicles  and 
such  equip— it. 

Significance:  Having  broken  through  the  only  prepared  defense  in 
northwestern  Malaya,  the  Japanese  were  free  to  pursue  the  retreating 
British  toward  Singapore. 

Sources:  T.6;  T.7. 
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World  Nor  II,  The  Eastern  Front  (Continued) 
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la  Jmm  1941,  the  Gum  Plrtt  Fraser  Gray  was  poeltlonod  for  breakthrough 
operations  wutimt  of  Kowl  on  the  loft  flank  of  Grans  Any  Group  South. 

Us  Pint  Panzer  Gray  oasis  tod  of  fbur  any  corps,  thxos  of  which  won 
on  Ills  with  tts  fourth  in  nsorvo  fom  coradtrant  whoro  necessary. 

The  panaor  gray1*  nltslon  was  to  attack  at  tho  junction  of  tha  Fifth  and 
Sixth  Andos  of  tbs  Soviet  Southwest  Any  Gray  (in  a  region  whan  tho  Soviets 
did  not  anticipate  a  rajor  Grass  effort)  and  to  advance  oast  through  Soviet 
defenses  to  gain  nssuver  non  for  Gram  snored  vadts.  The  panaor  gray  was 
attached  to  the  Gtmra  Sixth  Any  for  the  initial  attack  and  wee  to  be  rein¬ 
forced  with  and  supported  by  infantry  units  of  that  any. 

On  the  nothing  of  22  JUee  the  First  Frazer  Gray  attacked  and  secured 
several  bridges  across  the  Bug  River  along  the  Soviet  Oden's  border.  Surprise 
was  couplets.  As  infmtry  units  broke  through  tie  first  fortifications,  amor 
wes  cosdtted.  Has  Gansn  Luftwaffe,  destroying  Soviet  aircraft  on  tha  ground 
and  in  tha  air,  quickly  established  air  superiority  over  the  battlefield.  By 
the  end  of  the  first  dey  of  the  invasion,  the  Gorans  had  penetrated  deeply 
into  Soviet  territory,  especially  in  the  XLY1II  Corps's  sector  on  the  right 
along  the  axis  Sokal-Berastechko.  Owr  the  next  four  days,  the  Grans  aade 
sweeping  gains.  Panzer  elenmts  crossed  the  Styr  River  and  captured  a  maker 
of  cities  to  the  east  of  it.  Fighting  wes  often  bitter,  ae  Soviet  counter¬ 
attacks  struck  the  flanks  of  tha  Gamm  penetration.  The  Soviets  counterattacked 
in  e  piecaaael  fashion,  and  although  sons  ad  nor  successes  were  achieved,  the 
Genons  generally  dispersed  their  fometions  and  never  loot  aoeantue.  On 
26  June,  the  First  Panzer  Group  wes  detached  fron  tha  Sixth  Amy  and  prepared 
to  exploit  the  breakthrough  that  it  had  achieved.  By  the  rad  of  June  it 
advanced  over  200  kiloneters  into  the  Soviet  Union's  territory  toward  the 
Dnieper  River,  cracking  the  Southwest  Any  Gray  down  the  center,  enveloping 
and  destroying  Soviet  forces  west  of  the  Dnieper. 

Significance:  The  Geraans  had  achieved  the  breakthrough  they  needed, 
capitalizing  on  surprise  and  superior  strength.  They  could  next  exploit  their 
first  successes  and  proceed  Tepidly  to  the  Dnieper  River. 

Sources:  u.l;  U.2;  U.9;  0.11;  U.26;  U.33;  U.40. 
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The  Gnwn  offaosive  toward  Moscow,  code-naned  "Operation  Typhoon"  mu 
carried  out  by  the  Any  Group  Cottar,  under  the  ocanand  of  Field  Marshal  Ftdor 
mob  lock,  against  four  defending  Soviet  my  groups  (Nostra,  Hosstvo,  Bryansk, 
and  Kalinin) ,  under  tho  overall  coanand  of  tha  Soviet  Sipra*  HeadtpwTteTi 
(Statvka),  haodod  by  Stalin.  Ths  Orman  drlva  startad  on  SO  Saptaatoar  1941 
with  attacks  by  the  Saoond  Panaar  Group  and  the  Sacood  Any  against  the 
Bryansk  Any  Group.  On  2  October,  tha  Saoond  and  Fourth  Andes,  supported  by 
the  Third  and  Fourth  Pansar  Groups,  lunched  as  assault  against  tha  Western 
and  Reserve  Any  Groups. 

At  the  outsat  tha  Ganan  operation  was  vary  successful.  In  tha  Bryansk 
and  vyaraa  areas  eleven  Soviet,  andes  were  encircled  and  destroyed,  and  650,000 
prisoners  taken.  Nearly  800  tanks,  3,500  artillary  places,  and  large  quantities 
of  other  weapons  ware  either  captured  or  destroyed.  In  aid-Octbber,  Any 
Group  Center  found  itself  only  sane  100  kilaneters  west  of  Moscow. 

In  the  second  half  of  October  and  early  Noveaber,  as  tha  rainy  season 
turned  the  roads  into  impassible  quagmires,  Soviet  resistance  stiffened.  In 
the  center,  the  advance  of  the  Fourth  Any  and  tha  Fourth  Pansar  Group  bogged 
down  at  tho  Oka  and  Nsra  rivers  and  to  tha  east  of  tha  Rasa  River.  To  the 
north,  the  Ninth  Any  and  the  Third  Pansar  Group  were  unable  to  reach  Kalinin. 

In  the  southern  sector,  the  Second  Panzer  Any  (formerly  Second  Pansar  Group) 
encountered  heavy  resistance  south  of  Tula  and  was  halted. 

On  15  November,  with  the  onset  of  frost,  the  Gleans  began  e  new,  and 
"final,"  offensive  on  Moscow.  In  the  north,  the  Ninth  Any  end  tin  Third 
Panzer  Group  took  Kalinin  and  Krasnaya  Polyana  and,  on  29  November,  after 
capturing  a  bridge  over  the  Moscow- Vblga  Canal,  had  established  a  bridgehead 
on  the  east  bank  of  the  Canal.  Moscow  was  about  20  kilometers  away.  In 
the  center,  the  Fourth  Army  and  the  Fourth  Panzer  Group  encountered  stubborn 
Soviet  resistance  and  advanced  slowly.  On  26  Noveaber  Geraan  troops  in  the 
central  sector  were  about  50  kilometers  from  the  Kraal  in.  In  the  southern 
sector,  south  of  Tula,  the  offensive  failed.  The  Second  Panzer  Any  was 
able  to  advance  only  a  few  ki toasters  per  day. 

Anticipating  a  continuous  Getnui  drive  toward  Moscow,  the  Soviets 
brought  in  all  available  reserves  and  counterattacked  on  the  flanks.  The 
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3d  iftw-r  muirr  ay  (Oomtiawd) 

vim  luriinw  nnwis  Twnitii  out  pvnvvvviQi  un  x  wowr  mi  iwnn 
Aznr  ImMhri  a  hIot  uttffflt  across  tha  Mrs  Rivwr  hatwasn  Panino  and  tewfctow. 
Homsyst,  sftor  ana  day  tte  Qssswn  attack  bogpd  down.  Only  oas  forward  datach- 
Ntt  raartisd  Apnlavka  (a  suburb  of  Moscow)  dwi  it  mm  stqpptd  by  tanks.  OH 
3  Dscaabar,  Bock  ordsrsd  tha  troops  to  rwturn  to  tha  jtnp-off  position  and 
Any  ‘troop  Gmtar  tunsd  to  dsfnsa  along  tha  sutirs  front. 

Slmifictact:  Iha  snocsssftil  dsfanM  of  Moscow  brought  andsd  HLtlar's 
bopss  for  victory  in  1941.  Has  Oman  Any  lost  tha  initiativs,  which  pasaad 
to  tha  Bad  Any. 

Sourcas:  0.1;  U.6;  0.7;  0.21;  0.26;  U.32;  0.33;  U.40;  0.46;  0.50. 


Iht  Soviet  rnsiteroffwaivo  at  Noecow  was  plsnad  and  prepared  while  tha 
Pawn  Any  (temp  Cmaer  was  still  advancing  or  tha  9dvia*  capital.  To  tha 
Soviat  caaaod  it  was  iaperetive  to  strike  as  soon  aa  tha  Oar— 
was  halted,  ao  that  tha  Gemane  would  not  haw  ties  to  nrpariia  thair 

Tha  couatagoffbnaive  waa  launched  on  S  narahat  by  tha  Kalinin  Any  Group, 
tartar  Gewral  I.  KBoaev  northaast  of  Noacow.  It  woo  followed  tha  naatt  dny  in 
tha  central  and  aeuthwaat— n  asctora  by  tha  Wbatora  and  South  w af  in  Any  Groups 
ccamndad  respactively  by  Gauaral  G.  Zhtdnv  aid  Ihrahal  K.  Tieoshsnto. 

Tha  Kalinin  Any  Group  struck  tha  Gnaau  Haul  south  of  Kalinin  and  after 
a  floret  battle  creased  tha  NbscowXailnin  railroad  lint,  captured  Kalinin, 
and  continued  to  advance  toward  Rahov.  By  7  January,  the  Kalinin  Any  Group 
had  reached  tha  lino  Selishaxovo-Dubtsov,  whore  it  took  ip  defensive  positions. 

Tha  western  Any  Group  attached  north  and  south  of  Moscow  and  than 
novod  against  the  central  sector.  Any  Group  Canter  attested  to  halt  the 
advenes  but,  under  tha  threat  of  either  anrlrclanant  or  anvil  npnaat,  had  to 
retreat,  leaving  behind  ouch  ifitpwwnt  and  May  vehicles.  On  25  OacMher,  the 
Western  Any  Group  reerhsd  the  tana  and  Rusa  rivers,  where  it  was  stoppsd  by 
strong  Osman  resistancs.  A  few  days  later,  however,  after  regrouping  and 
bringing  up  reserves  the  any  group  cnuHwawf  to  advinca.  Ch  30  Dacmter  it 
took  Kaluga,  an  important  erwami cations  canter,  and  soon  after  took  up 
defensive  positions. 

On  the  left  flank  of  the  advancing  Soviet  forces,  die  Southwestern  Any 
Group  (reconstituted  on  18  Decanter  into  the  Bryansk  Amy  Group)  advanced  sons 
80  to  100  kilonstars  in  ten  days,  and  on  16  Daraahir  it  reached  the  line 
Lyubovschina-  Pavlovks-  Livny .  There  the  any  group  regroupad  and  launched  an 
attack  toward  the  northwest  in  order  to  destroy  tha  Gaman  Second  Any.  Early 
in  January,  unable  to  break  through  die  stubborn  Germn  resistance,  it  stopped 
along  the  line  Belev-Mtsensk-Verkhovye- Livny. 

When  die  Soviet  counteroffensive  ended  the  Red  Any  had  thrown  the  Gemans 
back  100  to  200  kiloneters  front  Noacow.  Soviet  Forces  were  holding  a  line  that 
ran  through  Selixharovo,  Rzhev,  Vblokolmsk,  Rusa,  Kaluga,  Mosalsk,  Belov, 
Mtsensk  and  Novosil. 

Significance:  Gemsn  Any  Group  Center  suffered  a  severe  setback  frost 
which,  in  fact,  it  did  not  recover. 

Sources:  U.6;  U.7;  U.U;  U.12;  U.19;  U.21;  U.29;  U.32;  U..33;  U.45;  U.46. 


In  August  1942,  an  the  right  flank  of  the  Soviet  Western  Aimy  Group,  some 
200  kilometers  west  of  Moscow,  the  Soviets  launched  an  offensive  toward  Zubtsov, 
Rzhev,  and  Sychevka.  The  offensive  was  carried  out  by  the  Thirty-First  and 
Twentieth  Combined  Arms  Armies. 

The  Twentieth  Combined  Arms  Army,  under  General  M.A.  Reyter,  was  to  break 
through  the  German  defenses  in  the  Pogoreloye-Gorodishche  area  and  advance 
southwest  and  west  toward  Sychevka.  The  sector  was  defended  by  the  German 
Ninth  A rmy,  commanded  by  General  W.  Model. 

The  attack  comnenced  on  4  August  in  the  morning.  In  heavy  fighting  the 
Soviets  broke  through  the  German  defenses  in  a  seven-kilometer  sector  and  by 
the  evening  of  the  first  day  had  progressed  nearly  ten  kilometers.  The 
following  day  General  Reyter  commit  ted  his  mobile  group  to  combat.  Under 
Soviet  pressure  the  Germans  retreated.  The  Twentieth  Any  widened  its  break¬ 
through  sector  to  18  kilometers  and  advanced  an  additional  20  kilometers. 

Heavy  fighting  continued  till  11  August.  Both  the  Soviet  and  the 
German  commands  brought  in  reserves,  including  armored  elements.  The  Ninth 
Any  retreated  slowly  in  organized  manner,  which  permitted  German  reserves 
to  take  up  defensive  positions. 

By  August  1,  overcoming  stubborn  resistance,  the  Soviets  reached  the 
Karmanovo  defensive  region,  where  they  halted  and  regrouped  for  a  subsequent 
assault. 

Significance:  Although  the  Soviet  offensive  did  not  reach  the  initial 
objective,  it  prevented  the  Germans  from  transferring  several  infantry  and 
panzer  divisions  to  the  Stalingrad  front,  thus  helping  the  Soviet  defenders 
in  the  city. 

Sources:  u.12;  U.26;  U.32;  U.42. 


WOULD  HftR  II  CBASflBBN  FHOWT.  1943) 

Leningrad  Operation  "Spark",  12-18  January  1943 

In  the  fill  of  1942,  tin  Soviet  n— ml  formulated  plans  for  an  offensive 
to  break  the  siege  of  Leningrad,  established  by  Finnish  and  Genian  forces  in 
Septaober  1943,  and  to  open  aland  route  to  the  city.  The  Second  Assault  Army 
of  the  Volkhov  Amy  Group  ws  to  attack  south  of  Lake  Ladoga  and  push  vest 
toward  Leningrad,  to  link  up  with  Soviet  forces  driving  east  from  Leningrad. 
Between  them  was  a  15-mile  wide  German  corridor  The  attack  area  consisted  of 
forested  marshland  defended  by  units  of  the  German  Eighteenth  Army  in  fortified 
positions.  To  insure  success,  the  Soviets  massed  troops  and  weapons  along  the 
breakthrough  front,  giving  them  overwhelming  numerical  superiority  over  the 
Germans. 

On  12  January  1943,  a  heavy  artillery  barrage  opened  the  attack  of  the 
Second  Assault  Army,  and  engineers  cleared  paths  through  the  first  German 
fortifications.  Supported  by  air  strikes,  assault  units  jumped  off  against 
intense  German  resistance.  For  seven  days,  fighting  raged  around  fortified 
strongpolnts,  as  the  Germans  bitterly  contested  the  advance,  frequently 
counterattacking  and  limiting  the  Soviets  to  only  small  daily  gains.  Soviet 
armored  units,  massed  artillery,  and  air  support  (when  the  weather  permitted) 
were  used  to  neutralize  the  German  defenses.  Finally  on  18  January,  Second 
Assault  Army  units  linked  up  with  troops  of  the  Leningrad  Army  Group,  cutting  off 
German  units  along  the  south  shore  of  Lake  Ladoga. 

Significance:  After  28  months  the  blockade  of  Leningrad  was  broken, 
and  the  Soviets  established  ground  links  with  the  city. 

Sources:  U.19;  U.33;  U.34;  U.42;  U.46;  U.50. 
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WORLD  WAR  II  (EASTEBN  FRCKT,  1943) 

Operation  "Citadel":  Qboyan-Kursk  Axis.  Phase  I,  4-6  July  1943 

In  the  spring  of  1943,  the  German  High  Coonsnd  decided  to  launch  an 
offensive  operation  against  the  Soviet  Kursk  Salient.  The  German  XLVIII 
Panzer  Corps  (of  the  Fourth  Panzer  Any,  Amy  Group  South)  under  General  0. 
Knobelsdorf  was  to  attack  on  the  left  flank  of  the  Panzer  A ray  in  a  17 -kilo¬ 
meter  sector  northward  toward  the  Psel  River  and  Cboyan,  against  the  Soviet 
Sixth  Guards  Army  conaaanded  by  General  M.  Chistyakov.  The  Soviets,  aware  of 
the  Geman  plans,  were  well  prepared. 

Coobat  operations  started  with  a  pre-offensive  attack  in  the  afternoon  of 
4  July  in  order  to  capture  Soviet  outposts  and  to  bring  the  panzer  corps  close 
to  the  Soviet  main  line  of  resistance. 

Early  in  the  morning  S  July,  the  attack  on  the  main  effort  axis  was 
launched  by  two  panzer  and  one  panzer  grenadier  divisions.  Two  infantry 
divisions  advanced  an  the  flanks.  From  the  start  the  thrust  was  not  as 
successful  as  the  Germans  had  expected.  The  Soviets  offered  formidable 
resistance,  and  the  intensity  of  fighting  increased  hourly.  Nevertheless , 
by  the  end  of  the  day,  the  corps  had  advanced  seven  kilometers  and  had  broken 
through  the  Soviet  first  defense  zone. 

On  6  July,  despite  heavy  losses,  both  sides  continued  to  fight  with 
increased  ferocity.  The  German  troops  assaulted  the  second  defense  zone, 
but  were  unable  to  break  through*  During  the  day,  the  corps  advanced  six 
kilometers . 

Significance:  The  Panzer  Corps  did  not  penetrate  as  deep  as  planned. 

The  resistance  of  the  Soviet  forces  permitted  the  Soviet  high  ccnmand  to 
introduce  reserves  in  an  organized  fashion. 

Sources:  U.6;  U.ll;  U.12;  U.13;  U.14;  U.19;  U.23;  U.26;  U.28;  U.29; 

U.33;  U.35;  U.46;  U.47. 
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the  Soviet  counteroffensive  during  the  winter  of  1942/43  led  to  German 
defeats  «t  Stalingrad,  in  the  Caucasus,  and  along  the  Ben  River.  Advancing 
westward  the  Soviet  trades  pushed  out  a  large  salient  in  the  Kursk  area  where 
they  were  finally  halted  by  the  Osman  andes.  In  April  1943  the  Geman 
High  Command  decidad  to  destroy  the  Soviet  forces  in  the  Kursk  bulge,  the 
Osman  plan  called  for  converging  blows  at  Kursk:  one  launched  free  Orel  in 
a  southerly  direction  and  the  other  from  the  Belgorod  area  in  a  northerly 
direction,  the  Objectives  were  to  encircle  and  annihilate  the  Soviet  forces 
in  the  Kursk  Salient  and  then  advance  east  toward  Moscow  and  southeast  toward 
the  Don  and  Volga  rivers. 

the  Fourth  Panzer  Any  of  Geman  Amy  Group  South,  cfamvtod  by  Colonel 
General  Herman  Both  and  deployed  west  of  Belgorod,  was  to  launch  its  attack 
on  5  July,  break  through  the  Soviet  defeases*  rapidly  advance  toward  Qboyan 
and  Prokhorovka,  and  then  continue  toward  Kursk,  where  it  was  to  link  with 
elements  of  Any  Group  Center,  advancing  from  the  north.  Pacing  the  Fourth 
Panzer  Amy  was  the  Soviet  Sixth  Guards  Amy  of  the  Voronezh  Amy  Group, 
under  the  command  of  Lieutenant  General  l.M.  Chistyakov  and  sons  of  the  right 
flank  units  of  the  Seventh  Guards  Amy.  The  Soviet  forces  were  deployed  in 
fortified  positions  to  a  depth  of  nearly  30  kiloaeters. 

The  Fourth  Panzer  Amy  --  the  XLVIII  Panzer  Corps  on  the  left,  and  the 
II  SS  Panzer  Corps  on  the  right  --  jumped  off  at  0500  5  July  after  a  short 
but  intense  artillery  and  air  preparation.  The  \ mediate  objective  of  the 
army  was  Cboyan,  about  40  kiloaeters  to  the  north.  Froa  the  start  of  the 
attack  the  Germans  met  with  well  organized  and  determined  resistance  from 
the  Soviet  forces.  Natural  and  man-made  antitank  obstacles  made  it  difficult 
for  the  panzer  divisions  to  maneuver  and  advance.  One  panzer  division  of  the 
XLVIII  Panzer  Corps  tried  for  hours  to  cross  a  water-filled  gorge  but  was 
unsuccessful  and  had  to  shift  its  advance  axis.  The  II  SS  Panzer  Corps  on 
the  right  flank  of  the  army  was  able  to  break  through  only  in  a  narrow  sector. 

By  the  end  of  the  day  the  Fourth  Panzer  Army,  despite  numerous  Soviet 
counterattacks,  broke  through  the  first  zone  of  the  defense,  but  in  two 
sectors  only,  and  advanced  nearly  eight  kilometers.  However,  in  the  rear 
of  the  advancing  German  troops,  the  Soviets  were  still  holding  several  strong- 
points,  endangering  the  German  army's  lines  of  communication. 


_ m 

ip 


Significance:  Although  the  German  Fourth  Panzer  Army  broke  through 
the  Soviet  first  defense  zone  and  advanced  eight  kilometers,  it  did  not 
fulfill  its  mission  of  the  day.  The  German  troops  suffered  heavy  losses. 
The  Soviets,  although  their  losses  were  also  very  heavy,  gained  time  and 
mere  able  to  bring  up  reserves  end  second  echelons  which  they  coondtttd  to 
caabat  the  next  day.  The  Soviet  eefrfiasis  on  strongly  fortified  field 
defenses  paid  off. 

Sources:  U.6;  U.ll;  U.12;  U.13;  U.14;  U.23;  U.27;  U.28;  U.33;  U.42; 

U.45;  U.46;  U.47. 
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WMJ  WAR  II  CEASTERN  FRONT,  1943) 

Operation  ♦♦Citadel”:  The  Oboyan-Kursk  Axis,  Phase  II,  7-10  July  1943 

On  7  July,  the  XLVIII  Panzer  Corps  planned  to  break  through  the  Soviet 
second  defense  zone,  reach  the  Psel  River  and  establish  a  bridgehead  on  its 
northern  bank.  However,  the  Soviet  coanand  brought  in  reserves  and  repeatedly 
counterattacked.  The  panzer  corps  was  unable  to  fulfill  its  mission.  It 
broke  through  the  second  defense  zone  on  the  right  flank  only,  where  it  advanced 
seven  kilometers ..  On  the  left  flank  the  advance  was  only  four  kilometers. 

On  8  July,  the  Germans  expected  that  they  would  finally  break  through 
the  Soviet  defenses  and  that  a  general  Soviet  retreat  would  follow.  However, 
the  Sixth  Guards  Amy,  now  reinforced  by  elements  of  the  First  Tank  Any  and 
other  units,  carried  out  several  strong  counterattacks  which  seriously  slowed 
down  the  German  progress.  During  the  day  the  XLVIII  Panzer  Corps  had  only 
advanced  five  kilometers.  However,  in  its  rear,  a  number  of  strongpoints 
which  the  Germans  initially  by-passed  or  blocked  were  still  in  Soviet  hands. 

During  the  next  two  days  combat  was  very  fierce.  With  the  commitment 
of  additional  reserves,  including  tank  elements,  Soviet  resistance  grew 
stronger.  At  this  crucial  point,  the  Germans  did  not  have  reserves  readily  avail¬ 
able.  The  German  advance  was  slow.  Progress  was  made  mostly  on  the  right 
flank.  During  9  and  10  July  the  panzer  corps  advanced  a  total  of  five  kilo¬ 


meters. 

Significance:  Despite  advances  that  were  amazing  under  the  circumstances, 
German  forces  were  enable  to  break  through  the  Soviet  defenses.  Ccmaitment  of 
Soviet  reserves  including  elements  uf  a  tank  army  brought  the  XLVIII  Panzer 
Corps  almost  to  a  standstill. 

Sources:  U.ll,  U.12;  U.16;  U.22;  U.23;  U.25;  U.28;  U.29;  U.37. 
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WHIP  WAR  II  nBASTlW  FFCNT.  1943) 

Operation  ’^Citadel":  Soviet  Counterattack  at  Prokhorovka.  12-13  July  1943 

On  S  July  the  II  SS  Panzer  Corps  under  SS  Colonel  General  P.  Hausser, 
launched  an  attack  oh  the  Belgorod- Prokhorovka  axis  against  General  N.P. 
Bukhov's  Seventh  Guards  Any,  as  part  of  the  general  Kursk  offensive.  By 
11  JUly  the  SS  Panzer  Corps  had  advanced  nearly  35  kiloaMters  and  reached 
the  Prokhorovka  area. 

Hie  Goman  offensive  was  now  running  out  of  sraan  due  to  losses,  stubborn 
Soviet  resistance,  and  lack  of  reserves.  The  Soviet  Suprean  Coaannd  (Stavka), 
decided  to  coaadt  its  strategic  reserves,  the  Steppe  Amy  Group  coananded  by 
General  Ivan  Konev,  to  halt  the  advancing  Gemans  and  to  deliver  a  final  blow 
against  the  already  weakened  II  SS  Panzer  Corps. 

Konev  counterattacked  in  the  aoming  of  12  July  with  elaamts  of  the 
Fifth  Guards  Tank  and  Fifth  Guards  Caabined  Arm  and.es .  But  just  as  the 
Soviet  tanks  and  infantry  began  this  attack,  the  Garin  panzer  force  mud 
its  advance  on  Prokhorcvka.  The  ensuing  aneting  engagoaant  lasted  two  days. 
The  battle  Carnations  of  the  opposing  amor  wits  harass  intendngled  in  the 
first  hours  of  the  fierce  encounter.  Losses  were  very  heavy  on  both  sides. 

But  finally  the  Germs  warn  driven  back,  and  took  up  defensive  positions. 

A  few  days  later,  under  Soviet  pressure,  the  II  SS  Panzer  Corps  began  a 
withdrawal  which  took  it  back  to  the  line  it  had  occupied  before  the  ill-fated 
offensive  began. 

Significance:  The  tank  battle  in  the  Prokhorovka  area,  in  which  nearly 
1,200  tanks  were  involved  was  the  largest  tank  battle  in  World  War  II.  The 
failure  of  the  Germ  offensive  forced  the  Germ  Coanand  to  turn  to  strategic 
defense  along  toe  entire  front. 

Sources:  U.12;  U.16;  U.23;  U.26;  U.28;  U.33. 
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WORLD  m W  II  CEAgra^N  HCWT,  1943) 

Kursk  Counteroffensive  (Southern  Sector),;  3-23  August  1943 

The  Gran  offensive  toward  Kursk  was  halted  on  IS  July,  and  the  German 
Fourth  Panzer  Any  and  Task  Force  Kmpf  of  Amy  Group  South  were  pushed  back 
to  the  line  of  departure  where  on  23  July  they  took  up  defensive  positions. 

The  Soviet  troops  halted  in  front  of  the  Geman  fortified  positions,  which 
were  sane  10- IS  kilcneters  in  depth,  to  regroup  and  prepare  for  an  offensive, 
which  they  codemned  "Rynyantsev."  It  was  designed  to  sea  ah  the  Geman  forces 
in  the  Belgorod* Kharkov  area  and  than  drive  to  the  Dnieper  River,  as  part  of 
the  general  Soviet  offensive  in  the  center  of  the  Eastern  Front. 

On  3  August  the  Soviet  Voronezh  and  Steppe  any  groups,  commended 
respectively  by  Omerels  N.  Vatutin  and  I.  Konev,  launched  the  counteroffensive. 
The  blow  was  directed  at  the  bound  iry  between  the  Fourth  Panzer  Any  and 
Task  Force  Keapf  end  was  a  inert,  at  splitting  the  Geman  forces  into  several 
groups,  destroying  then  piecaneal,  and  capturing  Kharkov.  Despite  fierce 
resistance  the  Soviets  advanced  swiftly,  and  by  the  and  of  the  first  day  tiny 
had  broken  through  the  eain  defense  zone.  Belgorod  was  taken  on  S  August,  and 
the  Geman  front  was  broken,  opening  the  way  for  a  Anther  advance  an  Kbekkov. 

*  On  11  August  the  Steppe  Amy  Group  approached  the  outer  defenses  of 
Kharkov.  On  the  saau  day  the  Voronezh  Amy  Group  cut  the  Kherkov-Feltsvm 
railway.  This  threatened  the  destruction  not  only  of  the  Gemcn  forces  in 
the  Kharkov  area,  but  also  in  the  entire  Bonets  Basin  region. 

Aware  of  the  danger,  Amy  Group  South  regrouped  in  the  Akhtyrka-Bogodukhov 
area.  On  11  August  it  launched  a  nsssive  counterattack  against  the 
Voronezh  Amy  Group,  directed  aainly  against  the  First  and  Fifth  Guards  Tank 
armies.  Fierce  fighting  continued  for  a  week.  Despite  heavy  losses,  which 
almost  wiped  out  the  First  Guards  Tank  Amy,  the  Soviets,  after  initial 
withdrawal,  stood  their  ground,  add  repulsed  the  Germans.  On  18  August,  the 
First  Guards  Tank  Any  captured  Bogodukhov,  scan  50  kilometers  west  of 
Kharkov,  and  the  Fifth  Guards  Tank  Army  took  Zolochev  and  Kazachya  Lopan 
northwest  of  Kharkov,  closing  on  the  city  from  that  direction. 

While  the  Voronezh  Amy  Group  was  fighting  off  Geman  attacks,  the 
Steppe  Army  Group  intensified  its  efforts  to  reach  Kharkov.  On  13  August 
it  broke  through  the  outer  defenses  of  the  city  and  engaged  the  Germans  at 
the  outskirts  of  Kharkov.  After  an  exceptionally  grim  battle,  cm  22  August 
the  Germans,  threatened  by  encirclement,  began  a  withdrawal  to  the  south,  along 
the  only  remaining  open  road. 
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HCRLD  MR  II  fEASTERN  PHOKT.  19430 

Kursk  Counteroffensive  (Southern  Sector) .  3-23  August  1943  (Continued') 

The  final  assault  on  the  city  was  aounted  during  the  night  22/23  August, 
and  in  the  aorning  of  23  August  Kharkov  was  in  the  Soviet  hands. 

Significance:  In  three  weeks  Soviet  forces  advanced  soae  140  kilometers 
setting  the  stage  for  a  £ollow-ig>  offensive  toward  the  Dnieper  River.  The 
Soviet  counteroffensive  broke  the  backbone  of  German  Ax ay  Group  South,  which 
lost  the  initiative  and  was  forced  to  turn  to  defense  along  the  entire  front. 

Sources:  U.6;  U.12;  U.13;  U.14;  U.19;  U.23;  U.26;  U.30;  U.37;  U.42; 
U.4S. 
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WORLD  ICAR  II  (EASTERN  FRONT,  1943) 

Belgorod,  3-5  August  1943 

The  Soviet  Fifty- third  Combined  Arms  Army,  reinforced  with  the  I  Mechanized 
Corps  and  other  units,  was  to  make  the  initial  breakthrough  attack  of  the  Steppe 
Army  Group  against  fortified  defenses  occupied  by  the  German  167th  Infantry 
Division.  The  objective  was  to  seize  Belgorod. 

On  3  August,  following  a  prolonged  artillery  preparation,  the  attack 
began.  German  minefields  delayed  the  supporting  armor,  but  the  Soviet  infantry 
was  able  to  penetrate  the  first  line  of  trendies.  The  German  167th  Division, 
even  though  it  had  suffered  heavy  losses  in  the  Kursk  offensive,  fought 
stubbornly  and  inflicted  considerable  losses  on  the  attackers.  Despite  poor 
coordination  among  the  Soviet  uiits,  thanks  to  their  overwhelming  superiority 
in  numbers  and  weapons  they  broke  through  the  first  Genmn  defense  zone  on 
3  August  and  continued  south.  On  S  August  Belgorod  was  captured,  and  the  first 
phase  of  Rymyantsev,  the  breakthrough  of  the  main  German  defense  zone,  mas 
accomplished. 

Significance:  With  the  capture  of  Belgorod  and  smashing  of  the  main 
defense  zone,  Soviet  forces  could  continue  toward  Kharkov.  All  along  the 
center  of  the  Eastern  Front  the  Germans  armies  were  retreating  west  to  the 
Dnieper  River. 

Sources:  U.12;  U.23;  U.26;  U.4S;  U.47. 
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WORLD  WAR  II  CBASTEPN  FRONT,  19431  . 

The  Melitopol  Operation ,  26  Septeaber-S  Noveaber  1943 

In  order  to  clear  the  Geraans  froa  the  east  bank  of  the  lower  Dnieper 
River,  the  4th  Ukrainian  Army  Group,  coaeanded  by  General  F.I.  Tolbukhin,  was 
ordered  to  take  Melitopol.  The  German  Sixth  Field  Army  aider  General  K.A. 

Hollidt,  was  holding  the  area. 

The  offensive  was  launched  along  the  entire  any  grotp  front  on  26  September. 
The  main  effort  was  aade  on  die  right  flank  north  of  Melitopol  along  the 
Mikhaylov  axis.  A  secondary  attack  was  delivered  south  of  Melitopol.  Geman 
resistance  was  fierce,  severely  Uniting  Soviet  progress.  Not  until  9  October 
did  the  TWenty- Eighth  Any  pierce  the  Geman  defenses  south  of  Melitopol,  and 
establish  a  bridgehead  on  the  western  bank  of  the  Molochncya  River,  on  the 
outskirts  of  Melitopol. 

This  success  an  the  secondary  axis  changed  the  operational  plan.  General 
Tolbukhin  transferred  his  aain  effort  and  reserves  to  the  southern  sector. 

Bitter  fighting  for  Melitopol  lasted  for  ten  days.  The  city  was  finally 
captured  on  23  October.  On  24  October  the  XIX  Tank  Corps  and,  a  day  later, 
the  IV  Guards  Cavalry  Corps  were  coanitted  to  exploit.  Their  Mission  was  to 
raid  Geman  rear  areas  and  cut  off  the  aain  ccaaunioition  arteries.  Facing 
the  danger  of  encirdeaent,  the  Sixth  Field  Amy  withdrew  westward  toward 
the  Dnieper. 

Overcoming  the  resistance  of  the  Geraan  rear  guards,  the  4th  Ukrainian 
Army  Group  fought  its  way  up  to  the  lower  reaches  of  the  Dnieper  and  the 
Perekop  Isthaus. 

Significance:  The  Gexaans  were  cleared  froa  the  eastern  bank  of  the 
Dnieper  except  for  a  saall  bridgehead  at  Kherson  and  a  larger  one  in  the 
Nikopol  area.  Geman  troops  in  the  Crimea  were  cut  off  froa  Geman  forces 
on  the  mainland. 

Sources:  U.9;  U.12;  U.26;  U.33;  U.36;  U.42;  U.45. 
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the  JCorsun-  Shevchenkovski 


Early  in  January,  the  Soviet  Supreme  Co—end  (Stavka)  decided  to  liquidate 
German  forces  in  the  Korsun- Shevchenkovskiy  bulge,  west  of  the  Dnieper  River. 

For  the  operation  the  Soviets  coeadtted  five  combined  axes  and  t*»  tank  armies, 
and  one  cavalry  corps  of  the  1st  and  2d  Ukrainian  any  groups,  commanded 
respectively  by  Generals  Nikolai  Vatutin  and  Ivan  Konev,  the  two  army  groups 
were  to  ^advance  on  converging  Axes,  link  ip  at  Zvenigorodka,  and  destroy  the 
German  forces  in  the  pocket. 

the  bulge  was  held  by  elements  of  the  right  wing  of  the  First  Panzer 
Army  and  of  the  left  wing  of  the  Eighth  Field  Any,  both  of  Army  Group  South 
under  Field  Marshal  Erich  von  fens te in.  Commanding  the  sector  was  General  W. 
Steamerman. 

On  24  January,  the  assault  forces  of  the  2d  Ukrainian  Army  Group  opened 
the  offensive.  By  the  end  of  the  day  they  had  broken  through  the  German 
defenses  on  a  25-kilometer  front  and  advanced  over  IS  kilometers.  Konev 
omitted  his  tank  army  through  the  breach  and  successfully  exploited  the 
breakthrough.  On  26  January  the  attack  of  the  1st  Ukrainian  Any  Group  was 
launched.  Despite  stubborn  resistance,  the  Soviets  penetrated  the  German 
defenses  and  advanced  toward  Zvenigorodka  where,  on  30  January,  they  met 
with  units  of  the  2d  Ukrainian  Any  Group  closing  the  encircleamnt  ring.  By 
3  February  the  Red  Any  had  formed  two  encirclement  rings  —  the  inner,  made 
up  primarily  of  infantry  to  squeeze  the  Germans  in  the  pocket,  and  the  outer, 
made  up  of  tank  armies  to  repel  the  anticipated  German  counterattacks  to  relieve 
the  encircled  troops. 

As  expected,  Manstein  ccemitted  several  panzer  divisions  to  relieve  the 
encircled  troops.  At  the  same  time  the  surrounded  units  attempted  :o  break 
out  of  the  ring,  attacking  fiercely  toward  the  panzer  divisions  pushing  to 
their  rescue.  It  soon  became  clear,  however,  that  the  outside  help  could 
not  break  through.  General  Steamerman  therefore  decided  to  make  an  all-out 
attempt  to  break  out  during  the  night  of  16/17  February.  Despite  Soviet  efforts 
to  prevent  the  escape,  some  of  the  encircled  troops  fought  their  way  out  of 
the  pocket  and  joined  the  III  Panzer  Corps  near  Lysanka.  However,  all  sick 
and  wounded  were  left  behind,  and  all  heavy  arms  and  equipment  abandoned. 

Significance:  The  removal  of  the  bulge  facilitated  future  Soviet  operations 
and  enabled  them  to  use  the  Dnieper  River  as  a  transportation  artery. 

Sources:  U.12;  U.16;  U.19;  U.26;  U.33;  U.45;  U.47. 
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la  January  1944*  the  Genoa  335th  Infantry  Division  was  deployed  in  e 
fortified  defensive  posture  in  tin  Nikopol  bridgehead  near  the  Dnieper  River 
in  the  Ukraine.  The  division  had  based  its  defenses  an  a  well-developed 
systen  of  field  fortifications,  with  a  concentration  of  a  greet  variety  of 
weapons  and  a  large  sandbar  of  obstacles.  Pacing  the  335th  Division  was  a 
Soviet  rifle  corps  that  had  the  nission  of  breaking  through  the  Gernsn  defenses 
in  an  offensive  set  to  begin  on  31  January.  Following  the  breakthrough,  the 
Soviets  planned  to  advance  to  the  river  in  48  hours,  to  seise  the  river 

crossings  at  Bolshaya  Lepatilha  and  prevent  the  evacuation  of  Gexanm  units. 

The  Soviets,  however,  were  meble  to  follow  their  plan.  Instead  of  two 
as  they  had  planned,  it  took  thee  six  days  to  reach  the  Dnieper. 

31  January  to  3  February,  the  Soviets  slowly  nede  their  way  through  the 
n  fortified  tone,  about  four  Vilr— tnn  deep,  and  it  took  that  two  note 
4-5  February,  to  push  the  retreating  Gexaans  to  the  river. 

The  planned  breakthrough  was  slowed  aainly  by  the  fortifications  prepared 
by  the  Ger— it  during  tin  two  aonths  preceding  the  31  January  attack,  and  the 
bed  weather,  which  rendered  the  roads  alnoet  impassable. 

Sianificaace:  The  relatively  slow  Soviet  advance  aide  it  possible  for 
the  bulk  of  the  335th  Division  to  withdrew  across  the  Dnieper  with  only  Mall 
losses.  The  Soviets  now  aapletely  controlled  the  east  bank  of  the  Dnieper 
River. 

Sources:  U.12;  U.26;  (1.39;  U.42;  U.4S. 
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WORLD  WAR  II  (EASTERN  FRONT,  1944) 

The  Crimea  Operation:  Assault  on  Sevastopol,  5-9  May  19- 

On  8  April,  the  Soviet  4th  Ukrainian  Army  Group,  under  General  F.I. 
Tolbukhin,  and  the  Independent  Maritime  Army,  under  General  A.  I.  Yeremenko , 
launched  an  attack  on  the  German  Seventeenth  Army  in  the  Crimea,  commanded 
by  General  Erwin  Jaenecke,  later  replaced  by  General  Karl  Allmendinger. 

The  Soviets  struck  simultaneously  from  two  directions.  The  4th  Ukrainian 
Army  Group  attacked  from  the  north,  across  the  Perkop  Isthmus.  The  Independent 
Maritime  Army  attacked  from  the  east,  along  the  Kerch  Peninsula.  In  one  week 
of  combat,  German  defenses  fell  apart  and  what  was  left  of  the  Seventeenth 
Army  fell  back  in  confusion  to  the  safety  of  strongly  fortified  Sevastopol. 

On  15  April  forward  elements  of  Tolbukhin* s  and  Yeremenko's  forcer-  reached 
the  outer  ring  of  the  Sevastopol  defenses. 

The  final  assault  on  the  city  was  launched  toward  Northern  Bay  on  5  May. 
The  attack  was  carried  out  under  very  difficult  conditions,  with  Soviet  troops 
forced  to  climb  precipitous  slopes  under  heavy  fire.  The  fighting  was 
particularly  fierce  at  Sapun  Hill,  which  was  the  key  to  German  defenses.  When 
it  fell,  German  resistance  was  broken,  and  on  9  May  Sevastopol  was  taken. 

The  remnants  of  the  German  troops  fled  to  Cape  Khersones  where  they 
were  either  killed  to  taken  prisoner.  Most  of  the  several  thousand  men  who 
tried  to  escape  by  ship  were  drowned  when  their  ships  were  sunk  by  the  Soviet 
Air  Force.  The  operation  was  concluded  by  12  May. 

Significance:  Germany  lost  the  Crimea  and  the  Seventeenth  Army  was 
destroyed. 

Sources:  U.10;  U.12;  U.20;  U.26;  U.28;  U.33;  U.34;  U.39;  U.45;  U.46; 

U.47. 
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WORLD  WAR  II  (EASTERN  FRONT.  1944) 

The  Berezina  River.  The  Byelorussian  Offensive,  25-29  June  1944 

In  June  1944  the  Soviet  Supreme  Contnand  launched  a  major  offensive 
in  Byelorussia  code-named  "Operation  Bagration"  in  which  four  army  groups 
with  a  total  strength  of  some  1,400,000  troops  were  involved.  The  area 
was  defended  by  the  German  Army  Group  Center,  which  had  a  strength  of 
almost  1,200,000  men. 

the  objectives  of  the  Soviet  offensive  were  to  break  through  German 
defenses  in  six  widely  separated  sectors,  envelop,  encircle,  and  destroy 
the  German  troops,  and  liberate  Byelorussia  and  parts  of  Lithuania,  Latvia, 
and  Poland. 

The  III  Guards  Mechanized  Corps,  ccmmanded  by  Lieutenant  General 
Victor  T.  Obukhov  was  a  part  of  a  mixed  cavalry-mechanized  mobile  group 
which  also  included  the  III  Guards  Cavalry  Gorps.  It  was  to  be  comaitted 
in  the  Fifth  Combined  Army  zone  as  soon  as  the  army  broke  through  the  German 
main  line  of  defense  and  reached  the  Luchese  River.  The  III  Guards  Mechanized 
Gorps  was  to  advance  toward  Bogushevsk,  Senno,  and  Kholopenichi  and,  no  later 
than  the  sixth  day  of  the  operation  was  to  capture  the  crossing  of  the 
Berezina  River  south  of  Lake  Palik,  and thenxontinue  toward  Pleshchenits. 

Along  the  axis  of  the  corps  advance,  the  Germans  had  a  force  of 
divisional  strength  with  supporting  artillery,  engineers,  and  about  15 
tanks.  The  German  defenses  were  organized  primarily  in  and  around  a  number 
of  towns  and  villages. 

Early  in  the  evening  of  24  June  forward  elements  of  the  III  Guards 
Mechanized  Corps  passed  through  the  advancing  rifle  formations  and  around 
2100  made  contact  with  the  Germans.  Intense  combat  developed  at  the  village 
of  Kichino,  where  the  Germans  intended  to  stop  the  corps.  During  the  night 
the  defenders  were  overwhelmed  and  retreated  westward. 

By  sunrise,  forward  detachments  of  the  corps  reached  Seraio,  which  was 
defended  by  an  entrenched  infantry  battalion  supported  by  artillery,  mortars, 
and  several  tanks.  Fierce  fighting  for  the  town  lasted  until  midday,  when 
the  Soviets  finally  took  the  town  and  destroyed  the  garrison.  The  Soviet 
forces  continued  to  advance  and  by  the  evening  of  25  June  took  Tolpino.  In 
the  morning  of  26  June  they  captured  Staraya  Belitsa,  an  important  German 
defense  center. 


During  the  following  three  days  the  III  Guards  Mechanized  Corps 
continued  to  press  its  attack  in  the  rear  of  the  German  defense  system. 

On  28  June  the  city  of  Lepel  was  taken,  and  late  on  the  same  day  the  corps 
reached  the  Berezina  River  in  the  Rozhno  and  Brod  areas  and  began  crossing 
operations.  On  29  June  the  crossing  of  the  Berezina  River  was  completed. 

Significance:  The  rapid  advance  of  the  III  Guards  Mechanized  Corps 
was  instrumental  in  assuring  the  success  of  the  offensive  of  the  3d  Byelo¬ 
russian  Army  Group. 

Sources:  U.12;  U.26;  U.31;  U.34;  U.35;  U.42;  U.4S;  U.47. 
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The  Lvov-Sandoniere  Offensive,  13-29  July  1944 

The  abjective  of  the  Lvov-Sendoaierz  offensive  was  to  liberate  western 
legions  of  the  Ukraine  and  southern  Poland.  It  was  carried  out  by  the  1st 
Ukrainian  Any  Group  i  o— ended  by  Marshal  Ivan  Konev.  The  area  was  defended 
by  the  Geraan  Any  Group  Northern  Ukraine  under  General  Josef  Haxpe. 

The  offensive  was  launched  on  13  July  on  the  right  (northern)  flank  with 
an  attack  toward  tava  tanka.  One  day  later  Konev  attacked  in  the  center  toward 
Lvov,  and  on  21  July  he  moved  in  the  south,  an  the  secondary  axis,  on  Berexhany 
and  Stanislav. 

In  spite  of  resolute  German  resistance,  the  advance  on  the  Reva  Fuska  axis 
was  very  successful.  On  16  July,  the  First  Guards  Tank  Anay  pushed  through  a 
breach  in  the  defense,  advanced  rapidly  westward  and,  an  23  July,  crossed  the 
San  River  near  Jaroslav  and  entered  Poland.  The  attack  on  the  Lvov  axis  was 
initially  less  successful.  Only  after  Koven  succeeded  in  opening  a  narrow 
corridor  (the  Koltov  Corridor)  and  pushed  two  tank  amies  through  it  did 
German  resistance  weaken.  By  18  July,  the  1st  Ukrainian  Any  Group  broke 
through  the  German  defenses  in  a  200 -kilometer  wide  sector  and  advanced  from 
50  to  80  kilometers.  In  the  Brody  area  the  any  group  encircled  and  later 
destroyed  eight  German  divisions.  Lvov  was  enveloped  by  a  deep  flanking 
maneuver  and  encircled.  On  27  July  Soviet  troops  took  the  city.  On  the 
same  day,  the  army  group's  left  wing  captured  Stanislav  and  continued  toward 
Striy  in  the  Carpathian  Mountains.  This  ended  the  first  phase  of  the  offensive. 
Soviet  forces  reached  the  line  Vikolaz-Nisko-DubetckD-Przeaysl-Smabor-Khodorov- 
Kalush. 

Following  new  directives  received  from  the  Stavka  (Soviet  Supreme  Head¬ 
quarters)  ,  on  27  July,  General  Konev  transferred  his  main  effort  to  the  right 
wing,  where  he  deployed  two  tank  armies,  and  advanced  rapidly  toward  the 
Vistula  River.  Advance  elements  of  the  army  group  reached  the  Vistula  near 
Baranov  and  Sandomierz  on  29  July  and  inmediately  established  two  bridgeheads 
on  the  western  bank  of  the  river. 

Significance:  During  the  17  days'  offensive  the  1st  Ukrainian  Anny  Group 
broke  through  the  defenses  of  Army  Group  Northern  Ukraine  in  a  440-kilometer 
wide  sector  and  advanced  over  300  kilometers.  Army  Group  Northern  Ukraine 
was  defeated  and  suffered  heavy  casualties.  Soviet  forces  entered  southern 
Poland  and  began  the  liberation  of  that  country. 

Sources:  U.9;  U.10;  U.12;  U.16;  U.18;  U.20;  U.22;  U.24;  U.26;  U.28;  U.32; 
U.33;  U.43;  U.44;  U.46;  U.47. 


the  Lvov-Sandomierz  Operation:  Brody,  Phase  I.  14  JUly  1944 

In  JUly  1944  the  1st  Ukrainian  Army  Group,  commanded  by  Marshal  Ivan 
Konev,  was  ordered  to  strike  toward  Sava  Rusks  and  Lvov,  advance  rapidly 
to  the  Vistula  River,  and  establish  a  bridgehead  on  the  western  bank  of  the 
river  near  Sandoeierz. 

the  XV  Rifle  Corps  of  the  Sixtieth  Army  was  committed  on  the  main  axis 
of  the  attack,  the  corps,  coeeanded  by  Major  General  P.V.  Tertishniy,  was 
to  break  through  the  German  defenses  on  a  5. 5 -kilometer  front  between  Hill 
3750  and  Krugla  Hill,  and  attack  toward  Perepelniki,  Trostsyanets  Maly,  and 
Skarzava.  By  the  end  of  the  first  day  of  combat  it  was  to  take  Sasov  and 
Zolodiev. 

Facing  the  XV  Rifle  Gorps  was  the  German  913th  Infantry  Regiment  of 
the  349th  Infantry  Division,  which  was  deployed  in  well  prepared  fortified 
positions,  plus  two  infantry  battalions  in  reserve.  In  case  of  a  Soviet 
breakthrough  the  Germans  could  quickly  reinforce  the  forces  in  the  break¬ 
through  sector  with  one  SS  infantry  division  and  one  or  two  panzer  divisions. 

On  14  June  at  0515  the  corps  awwwred  its  operation  with  a  reconnais¬ 
sance  in  force  against  the  German  forward  positions.  The  Germans  offered 
fierce  resistance,  and  after  an  intense  fight  elements  of  the  330th  Infantry 
Division  made  only  slight  progress.  At  1430,  a  90-minute  artillery  preparation 
signalled  the  beginning  of  the  main  assault.  By  evening  the  corps  had  captured 
the  first  three  lines  of  German  trenches  (first  defensive  zone)  and  forced 
the  Germans  to  retreat  toward  Perepelniki.  Although  the  corps  objectives 
for  the  day  were  not  achieved,  the  corps  advanced  from  five  to  eight  kilo¬ 
meters  and  reached  the  line  Manayuv,  Matskovy  Gaj ,  Garbuzov,  Perepelniki. 

Significance:  The  XV  Rifle  Gorps  broke  through  the  German  first 
defensive  zone  and  forced  the  Germans  to  retreat  to  the  second  defensive 
zone.  However,  the  relatively  slow  rate  of  advance  thwarted  Soviet  plans 
and  enabled  the  Germans  to  bring  up  reserves. 

Sources:  U.6;  U.12;  U.17;  U.19;  U.20;  U.24;  U.26;  U.32;  U.42;  U.43; 


U.47. 


The  Lvov-Stndnaderz  Operation:  Brody.  Phase  II,  IS  JUIy  1944 

In  order  to  speed  19  the  breakthrough  of  the  entire  German  tactical 
defense  zone  in  the  Perepelniki  area,  General  Ttortishniy,  co— 1 rating  the  XV 
Rifle  Corps,  requested  and  ws  given  one  mechanized  brigade.  The  brigade, 
together  with  the  332d  Rifle  Division  of  the  corps  was  to  attack  toward 
Trostsyanets  Maly  and  secure  the  coaedttaent  to  ambit  of  the  IX  Mechanized 
Corps. 

During  the  night  of  14/15  JUly,  forward  battalions  of  the  Soviet  first 
echelon  divisions  were  very  active  and  continued  local  attacks.  The  Germans, 
aware  of  the  danger  of  a  possible  Soviet  breakthrough,  transferred  the  30th 
SS  regiment  of  the  14th  SS  Galician  Division  and  eleaants  of  the  8th  Panzer 
Division  to  the  coebal  zone  during  the  night. 

At  0830,  after  an  hour-loog  artillery  preparation,  tha  Soviet  corps 
launched  the  attack.  Genen  lately,  supported  by  tanks  and  assault  guns, 
counterattacked  repeatedly,  trying  to  bait  the  Soviet  advance.  In  spite  of 
heavy  losses,  the  XV  Rifle  Coops  pushed  hnawl  persistently  along  the 
Trostsyanets  Mely-Zolochev  axis.  In  the  afternoon  the  resistance  of  the 
German  troops  was  even  aore  fierce.  The  Soviet  corps  was  asking  only  slow 
progress. 

During  the  day,  the  Soviet  Air  Force  was  very  active.  It  carried  out 
nearly  3,500  sorties,  aost  of  then  against  concentrations  of  German  tanks, 
which  weae hindering  the  advance  of  the  corps.  The  Soviet  air  sipport  was 
largely  responsible  for  the  difficulties  the  8th  Frazer  Division  had  in  its 
counterattacks. 

By  the  evening  the  XV  Rifle  Corps,  after  advancing  about  seven  kilometers 
broke  through  the  German  second  defensive  zone  and  reached  Fopelnya,  Trosts¬ 
yanets  Maly,  and  Na  Kamenku.  The  corps  was  able  to  open  a  narrow  corridor, 
four  to  six  kilometers  wide  (later  to  be  know  as  the  "Koltinr  Corridor")  from 
Perepelniki  through  Srednya  Bud  to  Trostsyanets.  On  16  July  Marshal  Konev 
ccamitted  the  Third  Guards  Tank  Any  to  combat  through  this  corridor.  The 
coanitnent  of  the  tank  army  had  a  decisive  influence  on  the  battle.  The 
outnumbered  Germans  were  forced  to  retreat  westward. 

Significance:  The  Soviet  XV  Rifle  Corps  broke  through  the  second  German 
defensive  zone  and  opened  a  corridor  through  the  German  defenses  into  which, 
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on  16  JUly,  a  Soviet  tank  any  ws  ccmdtted.  This  permitted  tin  Soviet 
tanks  to  ranch  the  open  apnea  in  the  mar  of  tha  Gnraaa  farces  and  carry 
out  a  deep  anvalopnant  operation  which  lad  to  the  liberation  of  Lvov,  a 
aajor  Garaan  defense  canter. 

Sources:  U.6;  U.12;  U.16;  U.17;  U.20;  U.24;  U.26;  U.28;  U.32;  U.33; 
U.34;  U.42;  U.43;  U.4S;  U.47. 


In  July  1944  the  Soviet  1st  Byelorussian  Any  Groqp,  pursuing  fleeing 
German  troops,  liberated  a  considerable  portion  of  Poland,  and  on  25  July 
took  the  provincial  capital  of  Lublin.  On  26  July  the  Soviet  XCI  Rifle 
Corps  of  the  Sxity-Ninth  Any  was  ordered  to  leave  one  of  its  divisions  (the 
312th  Rifle  Division)  in  Lublin  and,  with  the  remaining  force  plus  the 
artillery  of  the  312th  Rifle  Division,  advance  to  the  Vistula  River,  cross 
it  during  the  night  of  27/28  July  in  the  Kaziaierz  area,  and  establish  a 
bridgehead  on  the  west  bank  between  Nasiluw  and  fejszyn,  southwest  of  Pulawy. 
The  corps  conaander.  Major  General  F.A.  Volkov,  i Mediately  organized  a 
special  forward  detachment  which,  avoiding  coabat  with  retreating  German 
forces,  was  to  race  to  the  river,  cross  it  from  the  aarch,  and  establish  a 
bridgehead.  Late  in  the  afternoon  of  the  27th  and  during  the  night  of  27/28 
July  the  1 1— islnr  of  the  forward  detachment,  Olonel  ftasahov,  attempted 
several  times  to  accomplish  his  nission  but  had  to  abandon  the  effort  because 
oi  fierce  Geraan  resistance.  General  Volkov,  after  learning  that  the  Germans 
had  brought  up  fresh  troop  and  deployed  than  in  well  prepared  defensive 
positions  along  the  western  bonk  of  the  Vistula,  decided  to  postpone  the 
crossing  until  after  plans  for  a  crossing  had  been  prepared  and  sufficient 
crossing  equipment  had  arrived. 

Gernan  forces  deployed  in  the  XCI  Rifle  Corps  crossing  sector  consisted 
of  six  infantry  battalions  (five  from  the  171st  Reserve  Infantry  Division  and 
one  from  the  214th  Infantry  Division) ,  a  combat  task  force  of  the  26th 
Infantry  Division,  and  elements  of  the  11th  SS  Police  Regiment.  In  reserve, 
in  the  Nowy  Janowiec  area,  were  the  55th  and  95th  Infantry  Regiments  of  the 
17th  Infantry  Division. 

During  the  night  of  28/29  July,  the  Soviet  corps  cocmenced  its  crossing 
operations.  Ihe  Germans,  continuously  illminating  the  river  with  flares, 
discovered  the  crossing  of  the  370th  Rifle  Division  and,  opening  an  intensive 
artillery  and  mortar  fire,  forced  the  Soviets  back  to  the  east  bank.  More 
successful  was  the  crossing  of  elements  of  the  117th  Rifle  Division.  After 
aprolonged,  fierce,  and  often  hand-to-hand  combat,  about  two  companies  were 
able  to  penetrate  the  German  defenses  to  a  depth  of  about  300  meters  and 
consolidate  their  positions  between  Nasiluw  and  Vojszyn. 


During  the  day  (29  July)  the  Soviet  corps  prepared  for  a  resixnption  of 
the  night  crossing  operations.  At  2200  the  attempt  at  crossing  began  again. 
The  Goman  opened  an  intense  fire  from  all  types  of  weapons  on  the  troops 
attesting  to  cross.  They  also  repeatedly  counterattacked  against  the 
Soviet  units  already  entrenched  at  the  bridgehead.  All  German  counterattacks 
were  beaten  off.  By  aoming,  despite  heavy  resistance,  the  Soviet  corps 
increased  its  strength  on  the  bridgehead  to  more  than  me  rifle  battalion 
and  supporting  elements. 

During  the  night  of  30/31  July  and  on  the  next  day,  the  corps  continued 
crossing  operations.  Fierce  fighting  developed  along  the  entire  10-kUometer 
corps  front.  At  about  2000  hours  31  July  the  corps  had  most  of  its  troops 
across  the  river  and  began  the  battle  for  the  expansion  of  the  bridgehead. 

Significance:  The  capture  of  the  bridgehead  on  the  western  bank  of  the 
Vistula  River  was  an  important  element  in  the  Soviet  strategic  plan.  It 
would  permit  the  commencement  of  future  offensive  operations  on  the  Berlin 
axis  from  a  bridgehead  on  the  western  bank  of  the  Vistula,  thus  avoiding 
the  necessity  for  assault  crossing  operations  over  the  500  meter-wide  river 
at  the  start  of  the  subsequent  offensive. 

Sources:  U.ll;  U.12;  U.16;  U.18;  U.19;  U.22;  U.24;  U.28;  U.30;  U.42; 

U.45. 
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Vistula  River  Operation:  Pulawy.  Phase  II.  2-7  August  1944 

In  view  of  Genmn  resistance  and  the  slow  advance  of  XCI  Rifle  Corps 
units  in  the  Pulawy  bridgehead,  General  Volkov,  the  corps  r i:— n.kr,  decided 
to  regroup  his  forces  and  concentrate  for  a  aain  effort  in  the  Nasiluw 
area,  the  corps  was  reinforced  by  the  9th  Ponton  Battalion  and  the  2 2d 
Tank  Destroyer  Regiment. 

The  regrouping  of  the  Soviet  forces  was  ccnpleted  on  2  August  by  1145. 
At  1255,  after  a  15-minute  artillery  preparation,  the  Soviets  attacked. 
However,  Gernan  resistance  was  stubborn,  and  all  the  corps'  efforts  to 
break  through  were  unsuccessful. 

Since  the  XCI  Rifle  Corps'  left  neighbor,  the  LXI  Rifle  Corps,  had 
achieved  some  success.  General  Volkov  requested  and  received  permission 
front  the  Amy  Goanander,  General  KilpadridL,  to  attack  toward  Janowiec  from 
the  LXI  Rifle  Corps  bridgehead.  Consequently,  Volkov  ordered  the  312th 
Rifle  Division  to  cross  the  river  at  Zastow  Polanowski  during  the  night  2/3 
August  and,  on  the  following  night  (3/4  August) ,  relieve  units  of  the  LXI 
Rifle  Corps  in  the  sector.  In  the  morning  of  4  August  the  division  would 
attack  toward  Janowice  and  Janowiec,  and  join  advancing  elements  of  the 
117th  Rifle  Division  in  the  Oblasy  Szieze -Oblasy  Dworskie  area. 

On  4  August,  after  a  prolonged  battle,  the  312th  Rifle  Division  broke 
through  the  German  defenses  and  at  about  noon  took  Janowiec.  However, 
attests  to  take  Oblasy  Dworskie  and  link  up  with  the  117th  Rifle  Division 
were  unsuccessful.  On  5  August  the  XCI  Rifle  Corps  was  engaged  in  intense 
fighting  in  the  Wojszyn  and  Janowiec  areas.  The  Germans  launched  several 
strong  counterattacks,  each  in  battalion  strength  supported  by  from  three 
to  five  tanks  and/or  assault  guns. 

For  the  next  two  days  the  corps,  while  preparing  to  resume  the  attack, 
repulsed  many  fierce  German  counterattacks.  On  7  August,  in  view  of  the 
stubborn  Gernan  resistance,  General  Kilpachki  ordered  the  attacks  to  cease 
in  the  entire  zone  of  the  Sixty-Ninth  Army. 

Significance:  Stubborn  German  resistance  halted  the  corps'  advance. 

In  spite  of  reinforcements  the  corps  could  not  fulfill  its  mission.  The 
Germans  won  time  to  bring  up  reserves  and  fortify  their  defense  positions. 
The  Soviets  faced  the  danger  of  having  their  bridgehead  overrun  by  the 
counterattacking  German  forces. 

Sources:  U.ll;  U.12;  U.16;  U.18;  U.19;  U.24;  U.28;  U.30;  U.42;  U.4S; 
U.46;  U.47. 
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WORLD  WAR  II  (PASTERN  FRONT,  1944) 

The  Yaasy- Kishinev  Potation.  20-29  August  1944 

In  the  sumt  of  1944  the  Soviet  Supreme  Command  (Stavka)  decided  to 
carry  out  a  decisive  strike  in  the  southern  sector  of  the  front,  and  to  drive 
into  Romania. 

Poised  for  the  offensive  on  a  590-kilomster  front  stretching  fron 
Chernovtsy  in  the  west  to  the  Black  Sea  in  the  east  were  the  2d  Ukrainian 
An tf  Group  deployed  on  the  right,  and  tin  3d  Ukrainian  Any  Group  deployed 
on  the  left,  amended  respectively  by  Generals  R.  Malinovskiy  and  P.I. 

Tolbukhin.  The  Soviet  any  groups  were  to  breach  Ganna  and  Roaanian  defenses 
at  two  points  sane  200  kiloneters  apart  (which  aada  coordination  very  difficult) 
and,  in  a  pincer  aovenent,  envelop  and  encircle  the  hostile  troops.  Pacing 
the  Soviets  was  the  Goman  Any  Group  Southern  Ukraine  imder  General  Hans 
Friessner,  consisting  of  two  German  and  two  Roaanian  and.es . 

The  offensive  was  launched  on  20  August.  In  the  course  of  tin  first 
two  days  both  Soviet  any  groups  penetrated  the  entire  tactical  defense  zone 
an  a  wide  front,  and  tank  and  aachanized  formations  aoved  into  open  areas  behind 
the  Geraan-Roaanian  defensive  line. 

Attempting  to  halt  the  Soviet  advance,  the  Geraans  counterattacked 
frequently  and  fought  fiercely  for  each  position.  General  Friessner  used  up 
all  of  his  reserves  and  was  unable  to  stop  the  offensive.  The  aain  forces  of 
Any  Group  Southern  Ukraine  were  faced  with  iaainent  encirclement.;  the  Genan 
Sixth  and  the  Roaanian  Third  amies  were  ordered  to  withdraw  behind  the  Prut 
River. 

The  Roaanian  Third  Amy,  its  flanks  deeply  enveloped,  surrendered  on  23 
August.  On  24  August  forward  eleawnts  of  the  advancing  Soviet  any  groups  linked 
up  at  the  towns  of  Husi  and  Leovo,  closing  the  encircleaent  ring.  Twenty 
divisions  and  several  independent  units  were  caught  in  a  great  pocket  between 
the  Dniester  and  the  Purt. 

Meanwhile,  in  Bucharest,  King  Michael  ordered  Roaanian  troops  to  cease 
hostilities  and  gave  the  Germans  two  weeks  to  leave  the  country.  On  25  August, 
Romania  declared  war  cm  Germany. 

It  was  now  impossible  to  extricate  the  German  Sixth  Army  and  the  IV  Any 
Corps,  and  they  were  left  abandoned.  Nevertheless,  fierce  fighting  continued 
on  25  and  26  August  during  mopping-up  operations.  But  there  was  no  centralized 
command  system,  and  most  of  the  formations  were  badly  disorganized.  By  29 
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lh»  Yassy-Klshinsv  Operation.  20-29  August  1944  (Continued) 

togat  all  resistance  stopped.  Only  a  few  units  wars  abla  to  alip  through 

tha  Soviat  ring*  and  ratraat  toward  Hungary. 

atari  fic«go:  A xmr  Group  Southern  Ukraine  was  totally  destroyad. 

Hr— nU  a  Genoa  ally,  declared  war  on  Ger— ly.  Soviet  forces  occupied 
Ronania.  This  enabled  Soviet  forces  to  advance  toward  Hungary  and  Yugoslavia. 
Sources:  U.12;  U.16;  U.19;  U.26;  U.S4;  U.39;  U.42;  0.43;  U.47. 
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BOM  as  II  tagraw  BBgt  1945) 

mt  Vittula-Oder  Offensive,  12  Janirw-3  Fabrmrvl94S 

II*  VjrtuhhOiw  offensive  wu  ained  at  destroying  Genua  tore—  between 
tin  Vistula- wd  Oder  rivers,  liberatiac  western  Poland,  plunging  into  the 
heart  of  flew y,  and  establishing  favorable  conditicne  for  a  fiaal  ee— tit 
on  Berlin.  The  operation  wee  to  be  conducted  by  the  let  Byelorussian  and  1st 
Ukrainian  any  groups,  cownded  respectively  by  Marshals  Georgiy  Zhukov  and 
Ivan  Konev. 

Pacing  the  Bed  Any  along  a  front  of  480  kUoneters  was  Qeman  Any 
Group  "A"  under  Field  Marshal  Joeef  Harps  (replaced  on  16  Jaanary  by  Field 
Marshal  Ferdinand  Schemer) .  Mast  of  the  any  gnap  nee  daployed  agMast  the 
Soviet  bridgeheeda  on  the  western  bank  of  tin  Vistula. 

The  let  Ukrainian  Any  Group  launched  the  offmelve  fron  tin  Snakier i 
bridgehead  on  12  Jaanary  against  tin  Fourth  Penaer  Any.  During  tin  first  dqr 
tin  any  group  advanced  20  HI  mat  art.  In  an  attaH  to  close  the  KPntmiim, 

was  unsuccessful,  nid  tin  *  *  t  *  fis  twee  retreated.  Qa  IS  JneM. 
in  a  skillful  enveloping  aemuver,  Konev  took  Kielce.  tin  hutk  Penaer  Any 
was  defeetad  and  destroyed.  Soviet  tanks  amiss  ranched  tin  openopucvy 

IM  TIQIS  luMe  IMppOIN  twHTu  uN  wBT • 


Heavy  fighting  took  place  on  tin  Krakow  axis.  Despite  tin  atuttotn 
resistance  of  tin  Goman  Seventeanth  Any*  the  Soviets  pushed  forward,  and 
on  19  January  took  Krakow.  However,  to  tin  met  of  tin  city,  as  the  left  wing 
of  the  any  gray  approached  tin  industrial  regim  of  Upper  Silesia,  the 
advance  was  tmporerlly  stopped. 

In  the  center  and  on  tin  right  flank  tin  going  wee  easier,  the  pre-war 
Polish- Goman  border  wee  crossed  on  19  Jaunty.  Between  SB  Jaanary  and  S 
February  Konev  bypassed  Breslau,  reached  tin  Oder  at  sewered  points,  end 
established  bridgeheads  on  the  western  beak  of  the  river. 

The  1st  Byelorussian  Arty  Group  jmpedoff  frou  the  PulaMy  and  Mkpnaiew 
bridgahaeds  against  tin  Ninth  Any  on  14  January,  tin  nain  Geraun  defanes 
were  broken  tin  sane  day,  and  tie  Soviets  advanced  fron  12  to  20  kilomters. 

On  IS  January  tin  First  Guards  Tank  Any  was  coaaitted  as  a  nebile  group  and 
advanced  during  the  day  sons  SO  kUoaatars  up  to  tin  Pilica  River,  tin  Sixty- 
Ninth  Any  took  Radon  and  rushed  toward  Lodz.  Warsaw  was  enveloped  and 
liberated  on  17  January. 


The  drive  to  the  Oder  developed  into  a  race.  Lodz  was  taken  on  19 
January,  the  Marta  Rim  crossed  one  day  later,  and  Poznan  surrounded  nod 
by-passed.  The  First  Guards  Tank  Any  broke  through  the  Meseritx  fortified 
sons,  and  on  3  February,  la  a  spectacular  thrust,  reached  the  Oder,  where  it 
seized  a  bridgehead  an  the  west  bank,  near  Rustrin.  Berlin  was  only  70 
kiloneters  away. 

Significance:  Alaoet  all  of  toland  was  liberated.  Gexwan  forces 
between  the  Vistula  and  Oder  rims  were  defeated  and  suffered  annual  y 
heavy  casualties,  the  stage  was  set  for  the  final  assault  an  Berlin. 

Sources:  0.12;  0.15;  0.26;  0.33;  0.34;  0.42;  0.44;  0.4S;  0.46;  0.47. 
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WORLD  WAR  II  (EASTERN  FRONT,  1945 ) 

East  Prussia,  13-31  January  1945 

Hie  Soviet  plan  for  the  East  Prussian  operation  called  for  cutting  off 
German  troops  in  East  Prussia  from  those  in  Pomerania  and  Poland,  pushing 
them  toward  the  Baltic  Sea,  and  destroying  them  piecemeal. 

The  offensive  was  to  be  carried  out  by  the  3d  Byelorussian  Army  Group 
under  General  Ivan  Chernyakho vs kiy  and  the  2d  Byelorussian  Army  Group  commanded 
by  Marshal  Konstatin  Rokossovskiy. 

Defending  East  Prussia  and  Northern  Poland  was  German  Army  Group  Center 
under  General  Hans  Reinhardt  (on  26  January  the  group  was  renamed  Army  Group 
Northand  put  under  General  Lothar  Rendulic) ,  deployed  along  a  500 'kilometer 
front  from  the  estuary  of  the  Nieman  River  in  the  northeast,  to  the  confluence 
of  the  Bug  and  Vistula  rivers  in  the  southwest. 

The  3d  Byelorussian  Army  Group  moved  out  on  13  January  and  attacked  from 
the  east  and  northeast  toward  Tilsit  and  Insterburg.  Overcoming  strong  resistance 
from  the  Third  Panzer  Army,  Soviet  forces  broke  through  the  German  main  defense 
zone  and  during  the  first  two  days  advanced  15  kilometers.  The  advance  was 
slewed  during  following  days  because  of  difficult  terrain  and  fortifications. 
Tilsit  was  taken  on  19  January.  On  22  January  Chemyakhovskiy '  s  troops  captured 
Insterburg  and  pushed  toward  Konigsberg .  By  the  end  of  January,  Soviet  forces 
bypassed  Konigsberg  after  overcoming  powerful  fortifications  at  the  Heilsberg  de¬ 
fense  area.  They  reached  the  Baltic  Sea  and  seized  part  of  the  Sami  and  Peninsula. 

Meanwhile,  on  14  January  the  2d  Byelorussian  Army*  Group  launched  its  main 
attack  from  Ruzhany  and  Serotsk  bridgeheads  toward  Mlawa  and  Torun.  Allens tein 
surrendered  on  22  January.  On  23  January,  Rokossovskiy  reached  the  Frisches 
Haff  Bay  on  the  Baltic  shore. 

The  Red  Army,  by  gaining  the  Baltic  coast  in  the  west,  the  center,  and  in 
the  east,  had  split  the  German  forces  in  East  Prussia  into  three  groups.  This 
sealed  the  fate  of  Army  Group  North,  which  also  was  cut  off  from  German  forces 
in  Pomerania. 

Early  in  February  the  2d  Byelorussian  Army  Group,  after  taking  Torun, 
and  reaching  the  Vistula  River  on  a  wide  front,  was  ordered  to  turn  westward 
and  advance  into  eastern  Pomerania,  leaving  the  mopping-up  of  the  surrounded 
Germans  to  Chemyakhovskiy' s  forces. 

Significance:  Army  Group  North  ceased  to  be  a  viable  force.  This  meant 
that  Soviet  armies  advancing  across  Poland  on  Berlin  would  not  have  to  be 
concerned  about  their  right  flank  or  rear. 

Sources :  U.ll;  U.12;  U.26;  U. 27;  U.Z9;  U.34;  U.47. 


Significance:  The  failure  of  the  Soviet  division  to  break  through  the 
entire  German  zone  of  defense  slowed  the  offensive  of  the  Second  Shock  Army. 
This  failure  was  due  to  the  neglect  on  the  part  of  the  Soviet  command  to 
plan  realistically  for  the  offensive. 

Sources:  U.ll;  U.12;  U. 26;  U.28;  U.29;  U.32;  U.34;  U.42;  U.45;  U.46; 
U.47. 
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Oaring  the  night  14/1 S  January  the  90th  Rifle  Division  conducted 
reconnaissance,  regrouped,  and  readied  itself  for  a  resumption  of  the  attack. 
At  0230  one  regiment  of  the  division  attacked  Czamostuw  Dwor.  The  German 
garrison  offered  stubborn  resistance;  the  attacking  troops  came  under  heavy 
fire  and  failed  to  capture  the  place.  At  0915  the  Genmms  counterattacked 
with  a  battalion-size  force  supported  by  tanks  and  assault  guns.  The 
counterattack  was  repelled  by  heavy  artillery  fire. 

Gn  order  of  the  corps  commander,  the  Soviet  division  made  an  all-out 
attack  at  1010.  The  advance,  however,  was  slow  because  of  fierce  German 
resistance.  In  numerous  places  there  was  close  combat.  At  1500  General 
Polenov  informed  General  Lyashchenho  that  at  1600  the  VIII  Tank  Corps  would 
be  committed  to  combat  from  the  line  Czarnostuv-Budy  Debiny  mod  that  two 
tank  brigades  of  the  corps,  the  S8th  and  60th  tank  brigades,  would  advance 
in  the  90th  Rifle  Division  sector  along  the  axis  Czamostuw-Golyain  Stary- 
Ciechanow. 

With  the  advantage  of  the  VIII  Tank  Corps  thrust,  units  of  the  rifle 
division  broke  into  the  positions  of  the  German  divisional  reserve,  where 
a  very  intense  fight  continued  for  several  hours.  At  1830,  the  Replacement 
Battalion  of  the  German  7th  Infantry  Division,  supported  by  more  ten 
tanks,  counterattacked  from  the  Krzemien  area.  The  counterattack  was  beaten 
off. 

By  evening  the  90th  Rifle  Division  had  reached  Krzeaien,  Grochy  Inbrzyki 
and  Grochy  Krupy.  During  the  day  the  division  advanced  four  kilometers. 

At  about  2230  hours  forward  units  of  the  division  discovered  that  the 
German  troops  were  withdrawing.  General  Lyashchenko  ordered  an  immediate 
pursuit  to  capture  Ciechanow  by  the  end  of  the  next  day. 

Significance:  For  the  second  day  in  a  row,  the  90th  Rifle  Division 
could  not  fulfill  its  mission.  Only  commitment  of  a  strong  tank  force  in 
the  division's  sector  made  it  possible  for  the  division  to  make  limited 
progress. 

Sources:  u.ll;  U.26;  U.28;  U.29;  U.32;  U.34;  U.42;  U.45;  U.46;  U.47. 
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In  tte  spadag  of  IMS  Guam  forcw  in  BmuMfeorg  were  pngaxm 
to  resist  an  j— inwt  Soviet  offensive  toward  Berlin  fron  e  systen  of 
field  fortifications  sited  generally  along  the  west  bee k  of  the  Oder 
River.  The  Seelow  Heists  sector  east  of  Berlin  was  especially  wall 
fortified,  since  it  ves  considered  by  the  Gomans  to  be  the  ley  to 
the  approach  to  their  capital.  Defended  by  the  303d  Animat  of  the 
303d  Infantry  Division,  the  two-kiloneter  wide  Seelow  Heights  defenses 
were  heavily  and  deeply  fortified,  alone  the  ******  hi#  of  tbfdry 
river  bed  of  the  Old  Oder  liver.  Opposite  Seelow  in  April  wee  tie 
Soviet  57th  Guerds  Rifle  Division  with  attached  units  end  an  in*a»wiant 
tank  brigade  in  reserve.  The  division's  aits  ion  was  to  break  through 
the  wain  Gena  defenses  and,  according  to  plan,  advance  IS  to  20 
kilometers  on  the  first  day  of  the  attack. 

After  preliminary  operations  that  brought  Soviet  forces  abreast 
of  the  wain  Goman  defenses  a  the  west  beak  of  the  Oder,  the  57 th 
Guards  Division  attack*!  an  the  aoming  of  16  April.  A  strong  Genwn 
defense  stopped  the  Soviets  after  ntnheat  gains  had  been  aUsleml.  On 
17  April  the  Soviet  reserve  tank  brigade  as  ccwadtted,  bat  only  after 
defenses  on  the  flanks  of  the  303d  Reginent  had  been  broken  did  the 
Seelow  defenders  begin  a  rapid  withdrawal. 

Significance:  The  Gomans  had  strengthened  an  already  formidable 
natural  obstacle  aid  held  their  positions  until  threatened  by 
envelopment.  once  through  the  Seelow  Heights  defenses,  the  Soviets 
were  within  close  range  of  Berlin. 

Sources:  U.12;  U.15;  U.26;  U.34;  U.41;  U.46. 
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an  the  verge  of  surrender,  the  Soviets  Moved  swiftly 
to  seise  es  wash  as  possible  of  Mnbfcurla.  Utile  the  Ttans  Baikal 
Front  aeie  the  Mein  attack  frae  the  west,  the  Soviet  Fifth  Any  struck 
tie  Japanese  defease  in  ragged  terrain  in  eastern  Itodasda  with 
a&ssHd  forces  of  cosbined  eras,  backed  by  nple  reserves. 

Itader  cover  of  a  heavy  rain  atom  or  ike  early  noraing  of  9 
August  th*  fifth  Any  attacked,  taking  the  Japanese  defenders  by 
mfpeiee.  Having  identified  weak  points  in  the 
the  Soviet  forces  advanced  to  seise  strategic 
junctions, and  terrain  features.  Protract! 
the  approaches  to  the  tom  of  NMddssg, 
wtasa  the  Soviets  finally  captured  the  town,  ly  that  time 
resistance  elsewhere  in  Manchuria  had  ceased,  md  the  war  over. 

Slanlficanca:  lbs  Fifth  Arey's  success  in  eastern  Mnactaria 
helped  to  insure  Soviet  control  of  all  of  Manchuria  and  a  data  to 
participation  in  the  defeat  of  Japan. 

U.26;  (1.54;  U.45;  0.47;  U.49. 
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too  Jtoa:  fcttr  ttit  ftflBMgx 

Ob  16  tobTuary  1945  the  US  Fifth  Fleet,  cmwiW  by  Adstral  Beyond  A. 
Spiuncti  arrived  off  the  comt  of  Iwo  JKm  IsUMd*  Ho  US  iwii  on  lifting 
Murine  Major  Gnml  Harry  Scheldt's  Fifth  topttbtous  Goipa,  consisting  of  tho 
3d,  4th,  and  5th  Ntfin  divisions,  dm  to  be  Indod  on  th»  island  to  an  tophtbliaii 
operation  on  19  Fafacuaxy.  Durtog  tha  three-day  poriod  prior  to  toe  tomston 
the  Japanese  defenses  of  tha  island  one  subjected  to  an  totmse  pre- invasion 
bonbartont,  both  ftm  tho  son  and  fron  tho  air,  by  ships  and  aircraft  of  tho 


Fifth  Float. 

then  the  Marine  landed  on  loo  Jtoa  on  19  February  1945,  they  faced  to* 
was  perhaps  tha  not  elaborate  md  intricate  deineive  astworit  erectedby  the 
Japanese  during  the  wnr.  Steel- reinforced  cone tone  ferti£loi«den  snd  lees 
elaborate  positions  constructed  of  logs  snd  atoms  cooared  oith  volcanic  eah 
dotted  the  isalnd.  the  J^»e»a»a  bed  spprortoanrty  21*toMm  on  the  intond. 
of  which  about  13,500  owe  f lilting  troupe.  The  beeline  o*  thn  'dadnasise 
force  were  the  2d  todapandent  Mined  Brigade  (five  infantry  befe^li^  aid  ■ 
an  artillery  battalion)  and  tha  145th  USmettf  Bagtnnt,  cotoiettog  of  then 
infantry  battalion  and  an  artillery  battalion.  Other  pfcto  '£#' 

antitank,  too  nwfMTiiT  gist,  mad  too  rochet  cmpshtov%  hltutdtont  Gotoret 
Tadaedchi  Euribayahsi  oas  toe  Tapensiw  cannier. 

The  Tqmti  positions  an  tha  northern  and  of  the  island  tone  well 


integrated  and  suteeUy  segporttog. 


After  tha  initial 
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both  north  into  the  min  positions,  and  south  against  Suribeohi.  The  Japanese 
artillery  was  saployed  effectively  to  resistiag  these  attacks,  and  I Mae 
casualties  toxoughout  the  engeganent  were  heavy.  As  toe  Marine  advanced  to 
the  north,  the  Tianiii  artillery  fire  gradually  distort  shad,  but  until  the 
breakthrough  of  the  eain  defenses  was  acaaplished,  no  part  of  tha  island 


was  tonne  to  shelling  • 

Ihe  drive  north  begm  at  0030  tons  20  February.  The  preparation  ms 
intense  ana  nothodical,  utilising  all  available  mpes  on  shears,  afloat, 
snd  in  the  sir.  The  4th  nd  Sth  Marine  Divisions  neds  tha  assault.  On  the 
first  day,  toe  Murines  overran  Airfield  Nutoer  One  to  the  south  central  area 
of  the  island.  On  the  second  day  of  the  attack  the  tw>  Marine  divisions 


mmn„  mmMmjB&jagi 
wmm&  ™ 

Tj»  OMrtcaa.  qttniw  afoinat  Japan  in  the  Central  Pacific  war  began 
to  Hcwahar  m3  tothe  Gilbert  Islands,  oar  3,800  VI 1— tan  MMkMt  of 
L,  tta»  tb»  Japenaae  had.  fortified  and  prr&soned  the  Tarawa  chain  of 
„  peartteulaxly  the  lalanda  of  lotto  and  Ifckin.  Dm  US  V  Aaghibtous 
gen  the  afiarfc  on  20  ItoMhor  1983  with  past  of  the  SdrMMtao  Bivistoa 
(5,000  mb)  leading  «t  lotto.  Dm  attach  mb  precodad  by  an  intense  naval  boaterd- 

WC  ®0  MX  StOnDHSp  BHo  IBa  STIQRpty  flftlGM  MpHH§  pOS*oMR|i  HWI‘ 
relatively  intact  whan  the  Marlow  laada 
garrison  of  tho  islad  wee  connndhd  hf 

Cfa  the  ftm  day  of  tho  cngapaaat,  ovarr  l,50flf  toorteano  were  killed 


aatorff  dan.  AltiMat  cMMlUai 


the  island's  airfield  (toner 
November. 

Once  tho 

BoM*r« f 

woo  at  a  cost  of  Sit 
killed, 
with  tho 
Division  MbUll  lolBOl* 
soldiers  and  worhora.  the 
taken  by  the  185th  Infantry 
Japanese  casualties  ware  440 


to  bo 


Mold)  by  tho 


established,  tho  figjbttog  woo  a 


invasion  of  Betio,  tho  IS  27th  InCSotty 
mm  hhaiad  by  agpcnKtontely  so# 
island  of  tbo  Tarawa  chain, 

at  a  coot  of  66  daad  and  M2 
all  killed. 


Stoni  finance:  Tfcenwa  was  one  of  the  coetltost  battles  to  Aoarican  ailitary 
history.  This  aaphibir/us  assault  taught  05  Military  leaders  valuable  lessens 
to  beach  landing  tactics  that  were  effectively  used  later  on  in  the  war. 

The  airbases  captured  at  Tarawa  and  in  the  Gilbert  Islands  enabled 
American  forces  to  proceed  forward  to  the  offensive  against  Japan  by  attacking 
next  the  Marshall  Islands  (Kwajalein  and  Bniwetok) . 

Sources:  V.2;  V.4;  v.6. 
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approached  the  high  grand  near  a  second  airfield,  located  centrally  on  the 
island,  and  ware  pinned  down  by  heavy  and  continuous  defensive  fire.  This 
area  was  the  covering  zone  of  the  iaain  Japanese  defensive  position,  which 
extended  across  the  entire  island.  Heavy  fighting  began,  and  both  sidas 
incurred  significant  casualties.  Ground  gained  by  the  Murines  was  Measured 
in  yards.  Elanents  of  the  3d  Maine  Division  entered  conbat  on  D/2. 
Finally,  on  D/S,  the  fourth  day  of  the  engagenant,  the  airfield  fell  to 
tiw  attacking  Marines,  ending  the  engage— it. 

Significance;  The  capture  of  the  two  Japanese  airfields  on  Iwo  Jina 
fulfilled  a  aejor  objective  of  the  operation. 

Sources:  V.l;  V.3;  V.S. 


4 


mmmuM  urn y iiffy 


& 


f-: 

tv 


I 


1? 


(■' 

n* 


(>• 


r 

i-> 

tv 

fc: 


WRLD  WR  II  flHE  WAR  AGAINST  JAPAN.  1945) 

Iwo  Jima:  Mount  Suribachi,  20-24  February  1945 

The  small  island  of  Iwo  Jima  lies  over  1,100  kilometers  south  of  Tokyo. 

It  is  part  of  the  Bonin  Group  of  rocky,  sparsely  inhabited  islands.  Iwo 
Jima  is  7.2  kilometers  long  by  4.0  kilometers  wide.  In  1945  it  had  a 
strategically  important  air  base  from  which  Japanese  fighters  would  intercept 
US  boribers  on  their  way  to  Japan  from  their  bases  in  the  Marianas  Islands. 

The  Americans  wanted  to  capture  this  island  for  two  reasons:  first,  to 
eliminate  the  Japanese  air  base  there,  and  second,  to  establish  a  facility 
to  service  crippled  bombers  returning  from  the  bomb  run  over  Japan. 

On  19  February  US  Marine  Corps  Major  General  Harry  Schmidt's  Fifth 
Amphibious  Corps,  consisting  of  the  3d,  4th,  and  5th  Marine  Divisions,  made 
an  amphibious  invasion  of  the  island,  supported  by  the  US  Fifth  Fleet.  On 
tiie  following  day  Marine  RCT  28,  commanded  by  Colonel  Harry  B.  Li  vers  edge, 
was  ordered  to  sf  -he  highest  ground  on  the  island,  the  extinct  volcano 
Mount  Suribachi,  at  the  southern  end  of  the  island.  The  attack  concept  was 
to  encircle  the  base  of  the  mountain  and  maintain  continuous  pressure  on  the 
Japanese  holding  the  position.  The  defenders  were  in  caves  and  concrete 
fortifications  around  the  base  and  along  the  slopes  of  the  volcano.  They 
were  supported  by  artillery  fire  from  points  all  over  the  island. 

At  0830  on  20  February,  the  Marine  attack  commenced.  TWo  battalions 
assaulted,  supported  by  a  third.  Support  was  provided  by  artillery,  aircraft, 
and  gunfire  from  naval  vessels.  Tanks  supporting  the  attack  were  extremely 
useful  in  neutralizing  and  eliminating  Japanese  strongpoints .  Defensive  fire 
from  the  slopes  of  the  mountain  caused  heavy  casualties  among  the  Marines. 

At  1015  23  February  the  US  national  flag  was  raised  at  the  summit  of 
Suribachi;  and  ftooping-up  operations  began.  By  the  end  of  24  February 
org»r '  ?d  Japanese  resistance  on  die  mountain  had  ended. 

Significance :  The  capture  of  Mount  Suribachi  eliminated  the.  best 
observation  post  the  Japanese  had  on  the  island  and  provided  a  tremendous 
morale  boost  for  the  US  forces.  The  main  attack  being  made  against  Japanese 
ct.fenses  in  the  north  was  no  longer  exposed  to  fire  from  the  rear. 

Sources:  V.l;  V.3;  V.S. 
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WORLD  WAR  II  (TOE  WAR  AGAINST  JAPAN.  1945) 

Iwo  Jima:  The  Final  Phase,  11-16  March  194S 

On  9  March  194S  the  US  3d  Marine  Division  broke  through  the  main  Japanese 
defenses  to  the  northeastern  shore  of  Iwo  Jima  Island.  Over  the  following  two 
days  the  other  two  Marine  divisions,  the  4th  and  the  Sth,  followed  suit  and 
broke  through  to  the  sea.  In  so  doing,  the  US  forces  bypassed  pockets  of 
resistance  which  had  to  be  overcome  subsequently.  Dug  deeply  into  ridges 
and  the  sides  of  ravines  throughout  the  northern  part  of  the  island,  the 
Japanese  still  were  capable  of  offering  serious  resistance,  even  though  no 
continuous  line  existed. 

The  mopping-up  process  was  difficult  and  costly.  The  Japanese  defenders 
were  still  numerous  and  committed,  and  the  sophisticated  Japanese  defenses, 
which  included  fortifications  and  fire  positions  linked  by  tunnels,  required 
systematic  reduction. 

During  this  mopping-up  period,  the  scope  and  intensity  of  the  fighting 
is  indicated  by  Marine  casualties:  3,885  --  765  from  the  3d  Marine  Division, 
720  from  the  4th,  and  2,400  from  the  Sth. 

The  last  organized  Japanese  resistance  ended  on  16  March.  Iwo  Jima  was 
secured.  The  next  day,  16  US  B-29  bombers  returning  from  Japan  made  safe 
emergency  landings. 

Significance:  The  capture  of  Iwo  Jima  eliminated  a  Japanese  air  base  for 
attacking  the  American  B- 29s  pounding  Japan,  and  provided  an  emergency  landing 
field  for  bombers  damaged  over  Japan. 

Source:  V.l;  V.3;  V.5. 
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WORLD  WAR  II  (THE  OKINAWA  CAMPAIGN,  1945) 

Advance  from  the.  Beach,  2-4  April  1945 

The  7th  Infantry  Division  encountered  little  resistance  on  1  April 
as  it  moved  inland  from  the  beachhead.  The  division  captured  Kadena 
Airfield  and  moved  inland  4.8  kilometers.  On  2  April  the  7th  Division's 
17th  Infantry  met  only  token  resistance  as  it  traversed  the  width  of 
the  island  to  Nakagusuku  Bay.  Meanwhile,  the  division's  3 2d  Infantry 
met  stiffer  resistance  at  a  strongpoint  south  of  Kbza  but  employed 
tanks  to  reduce  it  and  draw  abreast  of  the  17th  by  late  afternoon.  On 
3  April  the  32d  occupied  the  coastal  plain  and  moved  south  to  Kuba, 
facing  the  Japanese  outpost,  Hill  165.  A  brief  fire  fight  ensued, 
but  only  10  rounds  of  Japanese  artillery  fire  hit  the  7th  Division's 
sector.  On  4  April  the  7th  Division's  drive  south  stalled  when  it  met 
heavy  fire  from  an  outpost  known  as  Castle  Hill.  The  Japanese  continued 
to  hold  the  position  throughout  the  day.  The  7th  Division  had  nonetheless 
done  its  part  in  the  landing  and  the  drive  across  Okinawa. 

Significance:  The  7th  Division  had  taken  a  valuable  airfield  and 
won  control  of  key  areas  of  coastland  on  both  the  east  and  west  coasts 
of  the  island.  Moreover,  its  drive  across  Okinawa  had  helped  cut  the 
island  in  two,  thereby  isolating  the  Japanese  forces  on  the  southern 
part  of  the  island  from  those  on  the  north. 

Sources:  W.l;  W.3;  W.6;  W.7;  W.8;  W.9;  W.10;  W.ll;  W.12;  W.18; 

W.19;  W.20;  W.21;  W.22;  W.23;  W.24. 
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WORLD  WAR  II  (THE  OKINAWA,  CAMPAIGN,  1945) 

Advance  through  the  Outposts,  5-8  April  1945 

On  5  April  the  7th  Infantry  Division  at  first  advanced  rapidly.  On 
the  division's  left  the  32d  Infantry  moved  south  along  the  coastal  plain 
to  Ukuma;  on  the  right  the  184th  Infantry  pushed  along  rougher  terrain 
to  a  strongpoint  known  as  the  Pinnacle.  The  Japanese  defenders  repulsed 
an  attack  on  the  stronghold.  It  was  not  until  the  next  day  and  after 
two  more  unsuccessful  frontal  assaults  that  the  184th  was  able  to  defeat 
the  Japanese  defenders  by  a  flank  attack.  The  Pinnacle  was  the  northern¬ 
most  outpost  of  the  Shuri  fortified  zone.  On  7  April,  as  the  3 2d 
continued  to  advance  south  on  the  east  coast,  virtually  unopposed, 
the  184th  came  up  against  another  fiercely  defended  strongpoint.  Red 
Hill.  TWo  frontal  assaults  were  driven  back;  in  the  second  of  these 
attacks,  two  platoons  of  tanks  were  not  enough  to  wrest  the  hill  from 
the  Japanese.  A  third  attempt  proved  successful.  Just  as  they  had  done 
on  the  previous  day  at  the  Pinnacle,  the  Americans  tried  a  flanking 
maneuver;  the  envelopment  of  the  Japanese  left  was  successful.  On  8  April, 
after  two  bloody  assualts,  the  184th  took  another  formidable  outpost 
from  the  Japanese,  Triangular  Hill,  and  the  32d  slowed  its  advance 
to  keep  pace  with  the  184th. 

Significance;  By  reducing  three  of  the  four  strongpoints  of  the 
covering  zone  of  the  Shuri  defense  system  the  7th  Division  was  in 
position  to  attack  the  main  strongpoints  of  the  Shuri  defense  network. 

Sources;  W.l;  W.3;  W.6;  W.7;  W.8;  W.9;  W.10;  W.ll;  W.12;  W.18;  W.19; 
W.20;  W.21;  W.22;  W.23;  W.24. 
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WORLD  WAR  II  CTHE  OKINAWA.  CAMPAIGN,  194S) 


Tomb  Hill-Ouki,  9-11  April  194S 

The  184th  Infantry  Regiment  continued  its  determined  push  south 
against  the  Japanese  outposts  by  assaulting  Tomb  Hill  on  9  April.  The 
regiment  took  the  forward  face  of  the  hill,  but  an  attempt  to  envelop 
the  Japanese  right  failed  to  dislodge  tho  enemy  from  the  reverse  slope 
of  the  hill.  Oh  the  7th  Division's  right  flank,  the  32d  Infantry  took 
advantage  of  the  combat  on  Tomb  Hill  to  seize  the  "Finger  Ridges"  over* 
looking  Ouki.  Heavy  fire  support  from  mortars  and  artillery  enabled 
the  184th  to  win  control  of  Tomb  Hill  before  the  end  of  the  day.  While 
the  184th  warded  off  counterattacks  on  10-11  April,  the  3 2d  attacked 
Ouki.  Supported  by  tanks  and  artillery,  the  3 2d  Infantry  took  Ouki 
after  a  bitter  fight.  Mines  and  Japanese  artillery  fire  prevented 
supporting  tanks  from  entering  the  village  of  Ouki,  forcing  the  infantry 
to  withdraw  from  their  tenuous  position.  The  7th  Division's  lines  thus 
stabilized  directly  north  of  the  Japanese  strongholds  on  Hill  178  and  on 
the  Sly  line  Ridge. 

Significance:  The  battle  for  control  of  Tomb  Hill-Ouki  demonstrated 
the  importance  of  us  combined  arms  tactics  on  Okinawa.  Tank- infantry 
teams  were  very  effective  in  this  engagement.  Months  of  training  infantry 
and  armored  units  to  coordinate  their  attacks  closely  proved  worth  the 
effort.  With  Tomb  Hill  and  the  ridges  to  the  east  in  American  hands  the 
7th  Division  was  in  position  to  attack  the  formidable  Japanese  positions 
on  Skyline  Ridge  and  Hill  178  to  the  south. 

Sources:  W.l;  W.3;  W.6;  W.7;  W.8;  W.9;  W.10;  W.ll;  W.12;  W.18;  W.19; 
W.20;  W.21;  W.22;  W.23;  W.24. 
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WORLD  WAR  II  (THE  OKINAWA  CAMPAIGN.  1945) 

Lkyline  Ridge- Rocky  Crags,  19-23  April  1945 

On  19  April  the  US  XXIV  Corps  launched  a  major  offensive  to 
smash  the  Shuri  defenses.  As  part  of  this  offensive  it  was  the  7th 
Infantry  Division's  mission  to  take  the  eastern  anchor  of  the  Japanese 
defense  line,  the  Skyline  Ridge,  and  take  Hill  178  to  the  west  of  the 
ridge.  Armored  flamethrowers  wiped  out  the  Japanese  troops  on  the 
forward  slope  of  the  Skyline  Ridge,  but  mortar  and  machine  gun  fire 
thwarted  the  advance  of  the  3 2d  Infantry.  Against  fierce  Japanese 
counterattacks,  it  was  all  the  regiment  could  do  to  hold  the  forward 
face  of  the  ridge.  Intense  fire  also  halted  the  US  advance  on  the 
right  and  in  the  center  of  the  7th  Division's  sector.  Murderous  fire 
emanating  from  the  Japanese  left  revealed  the  Rocky  Crags  to  be  a 
formidable  position. 

On  the  next  day  the  attack  centered  on  Ouki.  From  Ouki  Hill  the 
7th  Division  could  strike  east  along  the  Skyline  Ridge  to  reduce  the 
enemy  positions  on  the  reverse  slopes  of  the  ridge.  But  it  was  courage 
and  elan  that  finally  secured  Ouki  Hill  by-  the  morning  of  21  April. 
Personal  heroism  likewise  played  a  decisive  role  in  the  capture  of 
Skyline  Ridge  the  same  day.  The  Rocky  Crags,  however,  were  not  taken 
until  the  morning  of  23  April.  Sustained  fire  from  artillery  and  armored 
flamethrowers  on  22-23  April  were  decisive  in  reducing  this  position. 

Significance:  Excellent  cooperation  between  armor  and  infantry 
units  was  important  in  wresting  control  of  these  formidable  defensive 
positions  from  the  Japanese.  But  personal  initiative  on  the  part  of  the 
American  infantrymen,  both  officers  and  enlisted  men,  at  crucial  moments 
played  a  decisive  role  in  winning  control  of  two  key  positions.  American 
artillery  and  naval  gunfire  also  played  an  important  role  in  breaking 
the  Japanese  hold  on  these  positions.  The  Japanese  defenders  likewise 
demonstrated  great  courage  in  their  defense  efforts;  they  made  excellent 
use  of  terrain,  fortifications,  artillery,  and  mortar  fire  in  slowing 
the  American  offensive. 

Sources:  W.l;  W.3;  W.6;  W.7;  W.8;  W.9;  W.10;  W.ll;  W.I2;  W.18;  W.19 
W.20;  W.21;  W.22;  W.23;  W.24. 
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WORLD  WAR  II  (THE  OjJNAKA  CAMPA1Q1.  1945) 


Kochi  Ridge-Onaga  I.  25-27  Arril  194S 

Following  the  Japanese  withdrawal  to  the  south  from  Skyline  Ridge, 
the  US  7th  Infantry  Division  advanced  to  the  next  series  of  outposts 
in  the  Shuri  Defense  Zone.  On  25  April,  the  17th  Infantry,  relieving 
the  184th,  reached  the  slopes  of  Horseshoe  Ridge,  which  lay  between 
Kochi  and  Qnaga,and  faced  the  Kochi  Ridge  strongpoint.  The  3 2d  Infantry 
advanced  on  the  left  against  Ohaga.  The  following  day  the  17th  Infantry 
attempted  to  take  Kochi  Ridge  by  launching  separate  attacks  by  its  1st 
and  2d  battalions  on  the  east  and  west  sides  of  the  ridge  respectively. 
Because  of  a  failure  to  coordinate  these  attacks,  neither  battalion  was 
aware  of  the  other's  position.  As  they  had  throughout  the  campaign, 
the  Japanese  swept  the  areas  of  advance  with  sustained  fire  from  mortars 
and  machine  guns.  The  attacking  American  infantrymen  withdrew  to  their 
start  line.  On  27  April  the  17th  made  another  atteapt  to  wrest  Kochi 
Ridge  from  the  enaay;  rain  and  mad  iapeded  any  efforts  at  coordinating 
the  attack.  The  Japanese  repelled  the  attacks  and  inflicted  heavy 
casualties  on  the  17th  Infantry.  Because  of  the  failure  to  moke  any 
headway  against  the  Japanese  position  on  Kochi  Ridge,  the  3 2d  postponed 
its  attack  on  the  Japanese  right. 

Significance:  The  failure  of  the  US  forces  to  coordinate  attacks , 
and  sustained  Japanese  artillery  and  mortar  fire,  were  sufficient  to  enable 
the  defenders  to  maintain  control  of  the  Kochi-Onaga  strongpoints.  US 
naval  gunfire  knocked  out  at  least  five  Japanese  guns  and  destroyed 
a  number  of  gun  positions. 

Sources:  W.l;  W.3;  W.6;  W.7;  W.8;  W.9;  W.10;  W.U;  W.12;  W.18;  W.19; 
W.20;  W.21;  W.22;  W.23;  W.24. 
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WORLD  WAR  II  (THE  OKINAWA  CAMPAIGN.  1945) 


Kochi  Ridgc-Onaga  II.  28-29  April  194S 

On  28  April  the  3d  Battalion,  17th  Infantry  Regiment,  relieved  the 
1st  Battalion,  which  was  deployed  on  the  regiment's  right,  facing  the 
western  slopes  of  Kochi  Ridge.  The  battalion's  corananding  officer, 

Lt.  Colonel  Lee  Wallace,  attempted  to  envelop  the  left  flank  and  rear  of 
the  Kochi  Ridge  position.  This  maneuver  brought  the  3d  Battalion  into 
the  line  of  fire  of  four  strongpoints  that  overlooked  Kochi  Ridge  and 
flanked  it  on  three  sides.  These  defensive  positions  were:  Hill  138, 
Zebra  Hill,  Item  Hill,  and  How  Hill.  The  US  advance  halted  and,  for 
the  remainder  of  the  day,  the  3d  Battalion  remained  pinned  down.  Ch 
29  April,  concentrated  fire  from  12  to  14  mortars  enabled  the  Japanese 
to  continue  to  repulse  attacks  launched  by  the  17th  Infantry.  Meanwhile, 
to  the  east  in  the  3 2d  Infantry  sector,  armored  flamethrowers  made  it  to 
the  village  of  Kuhazu  when  the  32d  attacked  the  ridge  southwest  of  Kuhazu. 
But  there,  too,  intense  Japanese  mortar  fire  thwarted  the  attack.  The 
following  day  five  US  tanks  approached  from  the  coast  and  attempted  to 
advance  on  Onaga.  One  tank  was  disabled  by  a  mine;  this  forced  the 
others  to  attempt  to  maneuver  in  the  mud  off  the  road.  Three  of  them 
became  mired  in  the  muddy  terrain,  and  the  remaining  tank  withdrew. 
Throughout  the  remainder  of  the  day  the  3 2d  Infantry  continued  to  attempt 
to  relieve  the  pressure  on  the  17th  Infantry  at  Kochi  by  attacking  the 
Japanese  positions  on  the  high  ground  southwest  of  Kuhazu.  However, 
the  attacks  failed  to  neutralize  these  positions. 

Significance:*  Despite  maneuver,  use  of  armored  flamethrowers, 
artillery,  naval,  and  air  support,  the  7th  Division  failed  to  break 
the  Japanese  hold  on  Kochi  Ridge-Onaga,  The  defenders  skillfully  used 
the  rugged  terrain  and  observation  from  high  ground  to  bring  an  incessant 
rain  of  mortar  and  artillery  fire  upon  the  attacking  US  forces.  As 
they  had  throughout  the  campaign  the  Japanese  effectively  used  a 
fortified  defense  to  hold  off  the  determined  and  numerically  superior 
Americans. 

Sources:  W.l;  W.3;  W.6;  W.7;  W.8;  W.9;  W.10;  W.U;  W.12;  W.18;  W.19; 
W.20;  W.21;  W.22;  W.23;  W.24. 


WORLD  WAR  II  (THE  OKINAWA  CAMPAIQl.  1945) 

Kochi  Ridge-Onaga  III,  30  April-3  May  194S 

Before  dawn  on  30  April,  the  1st  Battalion,  32d  Infantry,  attacked 
the  ridge  southwest  and  west  of  Kuhazu  and  managed  to  put  two  rifle 
companies  on  the  ridge.  That  night,  when  the  32d  Infantry  was  being 
relieved,  large  numbers  of  Japanese  troops  infiltrated  behind  the  lb 
line.  The  32d  had  to  fight  its  way  back  to  its  assigned  location  in 
reserve,  and  did  not  ccpplete  its  withdrawal  until  1730  on  1  May. 

During  the  night  of  1/2  May,  one  cccpany  of  the  184th  Infantry 
launched  a  surprise  attack  and  captured  the  Gaja  Ridge  to  the 
south  of  Kuhazu,  but  the  gain  was  nullified  late  on  2  May  when  the 
company  withdrew  despite  orders  to  hold  the  position.  Meanwhile,  in 
the  17th  Infantry's  sector,  the  Japanese  employed  intense  machine  gun 
fire  from  three  positions  to  halt  an  attempted  assault  on  Kochi  Ridge; 
the  Japanese  inflicted  heavy  casualties  on  the  attacking  2d  Battalion. 

Five  more  Americans  were  killed  in  the  defeat  of  an  enemy  counterattack. 

On  1  May  an  armored  flamethrower  struck  at  Kochi  Ridge  but  foiled  to 
reach  the  strongpoints  on  the  reverse  slopes  of  the  ridge.  Although 
Onaga  was  neutralized  on  1  May,  heavy  Japanese  mortar  fire  turned,  back 
yet  another  attack  on  Kochi  Ridge  on  2  May.  The  following  morning  the 
17th  tried  to  launch  a  coordinated  attack  on  the  Ridge,  preceded  by  a 
dawn  artillery  preparation.  The  Japanese  brought  the  attack  to  a 
standstill  by  a  massive  barrage  of  artillery  and  mortar  fire. 

Significance:  The  7th  Division  again  failed  to  dislodge  the 
Japanese  from  Kochi  Ridge  and  its  flanking  strongpoints;  as  in  earlier 
attacks  on  these  positions,  Japanese  artillery  fire,  use  of  reverse 
slopes,  and  fortified  defenses  blunted  the  US  advance.  Nevertheless, 
through  determined  efforts  the  US  troops  were  able  to  dent  the  Kochi 
defense  network  by  taking  Onaga. 

Sources:  W.l;  W.3;  W.6;  W.7;  W.8;  W.9;  W.10;  W.ll;  W.12;  W.18;  W.19; 
W.20;  W.21;  W.22;  W.23;  W.24. 
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WORLD  WAR  II  (THE  OKINAWA  CAMPAIGN.  194S) 


Japanese  Counterattack,  4-S  May  1945 

Apparently  believing  that  their  Shuri  position  was  deteriorating 
and  that  US  forces  had  been  sufficiently  weakened,  the  Japanese  launched 
a  counterattack  during  the  morning  of  4  May.  The  attack,  preceded  by 
ai_  artillery  barrage^  began  at  OSOO.  As  7th  Division  soldiers  fell  back 
to  seek  cover  from  the  artillery  fire,  the  Japanese  advanced  through 
their  own  artillery  fire.  In  the  7th  Division’s  center,  defended  by 
the  17th  Infantry,  the  Japanese  almost  succeeded  in  breaking  through. 

The  initiative  of  individual  US  soldiers  at  key  moments  enabled  the  17th 
to  repel  the  attack  at  Onaga.  On  the  right,  near  Kuhazu,  the  Japanese 
outflanked  elements  of  the  184th  Infantry,  but  when  they  reached  an 
open  area  north  and  east  of  Kuhazu,  theywrre  pulverized  by  artillery  fire. 
A  Japanese  penetration  near  the  coast  at  Uhaha  was  thwarted  by  the  3d 
Battalion,  184th  Infantry.  Recognizing  the  hopelessness  of  the  situation 
the  Japanese  comnanding  officer  ordered  repeated  Banzai  charges ,  vhich 
were  easily  repulsed.  This  tactic  was  repeated  across  the  length  of 
the  divisional  front;  moreover,  the  Americans  placed  artillery 
and  heavy  weapons  and  mowed  down  the  Japanese  trapped  in  open 

areas.  Only  at  the  boundary  between  the  7th  and  77th  Infantry  divisions 
did  the  Japanese  break  through,  but  their  exploitation  efforts  on  5  May 
failed. 

Significance:  The  Japanese  counterattack  was  a  bloody  disaster. 
Japanese  manpower  was  in  short  supply,  and  the  Japanese  could  ill  afford 
the  heavy  casualties  that  resulted  from  this  attack.  The  initiative  once 
more  passed  to  the  US  forces. 

Sources:  W.l;  W.3;  W.6;  W.7;  W.8;  W.9;  W.10;  W.ll;  W.12;  W.18;  W.19; 
W.20;  W.21;  W.22;  W.23;  W.24. 


WORLD  WAR  II  ("IKE  OKINAWA  CAMPAIQJ,  1945) 


Kochi  Ridge  IV.  6- 7  May  194S 

The  failure  of  the  Japanese  counterattack  seriously  weakened  the  Shuri 
defense  force.  To  follow  up  on  the  success  of  the  US  XXIV  Corps  *s  effort 
on  6  May,  the  7th  Division  resumed  the  offensive.  The  184th  Infantry  took 
Gaja  Ridge  with  ease.  But  west  of  Gaja  Ridge,  at  Kibara,  Japanese  mortar 
and  artillery  fire  stalled  the  drive;  machine  gun  and  mortar  fire  also 
stymied  the  the  regiment's  advance  on  Conical  Hill,  while  mines  prevented 
the  advance  of  tanks  to  support  the  184th.  The  next  day  the  184th  captured 
William  Hill  to  the  west  of  Kuhazu,  and  on  8  May  the  regiment  occupied  the 
forward  slope  of  Easy  Hill.  On  the  division  right,  the  17th  Infantry  resumed 
the  struggle  for  control  of  the  Kochi  Ridge  defense  network.  Cn  7  May 
tank- infantry  teams  attested  to  subdue  a  strongpoint  on  the  road  from  the 
Zebra  Hill  outpost  to  Kochi  Ridge  but  were  forced  to  withdraw  because  of 
heavy  artillery  fire.  :<Jonetheless ,  the  17th's  1st  Battalion  reduced  How  Hill 
and  the  17th  continued  its  resolute  attack  on  the  Kochi  positions  during 
7-8.  May.  By  the  time  the  Division  was  relieved  on  9  May,  the  entire  Kochi 
defense  network  was  under  American  control  except  for  Zebra  Hill  and  a  cave 
strongpoint  on  the  Kochi  Ridge-Zebra  Hill  road. 

Significance:  After  ten  days  of  fierce  combat  the  7th  Division  had 
finally  won  control  of  virtually  all  of  the  Kochi  Ridge-Onaga  coup  lex  of 
strongpoints  and  was  in  position  to  advance  toward  Shuri. 

Sources:  W.l;  W.3;  W.6;  W.7;  W.8;  W.9;  W.10;  W.U;  W.12;  W.18;  W.19; 
W.20;  W.21;  W.22;  W.23;  W.24. 


WORLD  WAR  II  (THE  OKINAWA  CAMPAIGN,  1945) 

Shuri  Envelopment,  Phase  I,  22-23  May  194S _ 

In  an  attempt  to  follow  up  on  the  gains  made  by  the  96th  Infantry 
Division  on  Conical  Hill,  Sugar  Hill,  and  the  Conical  Hogback,  the  US 
7th  Division  attested  to  turn  the  Japanese  right  flank,  advance  south 
of  Yonabaru,  and  then  move  west  to  envelop  Shuri  from  the  rear.  At 
0200  on  22  May,  the  184th  Infantry  Regiment  moved  out  from  Gaja  Ridge. 
Advancing  through  steady  rain,  the  leading  elements  of  the  regiment 
made  it  to  the  top  of  Chestnut  Ridge,  900  meters  southeast  of  Yonabaru, 
by  dawn.  Not  expecting  the  Americans  to  attack  by  night,  nor  anticipating 
that  US  forces  would  attack  without  armor  and  artillery  support,  the 
enemy  was  caught  by  surprise.  The  184th  continued  its  push  on  23  May. 

By  the  day's  end  che  regiment  had  forged  a  salient  in  the  Japanese  line 
that  stretched  from  the  eastern  coast  to  Bamboo  Hill,  900  meters  to 
the  west.  The  184th  then  established  blocking  positions  in  order  to 
permit  the  3 2d  Infantry  to  complete  the  envelopment  by  moving  west 
behind  the  shield  of  the  184th.  The  32d  got  a  late  start  but  passed 
through  Yonabaru  by  1045.  The  Regiment  then  turned  west  toward  its 
first  objective,  a  line  of  hills  south  and  southwest  of  Yonabaru.  Machine 
gun  fire  slowed  the  progress  of  the  advancing  infantrymen,  and  heavy 
rain  caused  its  tank  and  assault  guns  to  become  mired  in  the  Conical 
Hill  assault  area.  Nonetheless,  by  dark  on  23  May,  the  3 2d  was  deployed 
1.6  kilometers  southwest  of  Yonabaru  and  ready  to  begin  the  decisive  phase 
of  the  operation. 

Significance:  The  US  7th  Division  achieved  tactical  surprise  in  its 
attack  on  Chestnut  Ridge.  The  division  made  good  progress,  advancing 
through  muddy  terrain  in  bad  weather.  The  gains  made  by  the  division 
were  accomplished  without  the  support  of  armor  or  artillery  and  with 
only  limited  naval  gunfire  support. 

Sources:  W.l;  W.3;  W.6;  W.7;  W.8;  W.9;  W.10;  W.ll;  W.12;  W.18;  W.19; 
W.20;  W.21;  W.22;  W.23;  W.24. 


WORLD  WAR  II  (TOE  OKINAWA  CAMPAIGN.  1945) 


Japanese  Counterattacks,  24/2S  May  194 S 

The  Japanese  line  of  defense  against  the  westward  thrust  of  the 
3  2d  Infantry  ran  from  Mouse  Hill  directly  west  of  Yonabaru,  to  Mabel 
Hill  about  three  kilometers  south  of  Shuri.  The  defense  line  protected 
Shuri  from  envelopment  and  covered  the  road  network  that  was  the  major 
withdrawal  route  from  Shuri.  Antitank  guns  and  automatic  weapons  were 
positioned  all  along  this  front.  In  order  to  resist  the  US  advance  on 
Shuri  and  cover  the  Japanese  withdrawal  which  had  begun  on  22  May,  the 
Japanese  launched  counterattacks  in  two  sectors  on  the  night  of  24/25 
May.  Several  attacks  from  the  south  in  the  184th  Infantry's  sector 
were  repulsed.  At  0230  the  32d  Infantry's  right  flank  was  assaulted, 
and  it  was  not  until  after  dawn  that  the  attackers  were  repelled. 

Significance:  The  Japanese  night  attacks  achieved  their  objective  - 
delaying  the  US  advance.  Nonetheless  the  7th  Division  had  inflicted 
heavy  casualties  on  the  attackers.  The  Japanese  could  ill  afford  to 
sustain  these  losses. 

Sources:  W.l;  W.3;  W.6;  W.7;  W.8;  W.9;  W.10;  W.ll;  W.12;  W.18;  W.19 
W.20;  W.21;  W.22;  W.23;  W.24. 


WORLD  WAR  II  (THE  OKINAWA  CAMPAIGN.  194S) 


Shuri  Envelopment,  Phase  I I ,.26-27  May. 1945 

Following  the  repulse  of  the  Japanese  counterattacks  on  the  night 
of  24/25  May,  the  32d  and  184th  Regiments  of  the  US  7  Division  did  not 

attack  the  Japanese  defenses  on  25  May. 

On  26  May  the  7th  Division  attacked  on  two  fronts.  On  the  right, 
the  32d  Infantry  Regiment  made  a  concerted  effort  to  break  Japanese 
resistance  at  the  Dutch  Hill  and  Mabel  Hill  strongpoints  southwest 
of  Yonabaru.  After  fierce  combat,  the  32d  Infantry  withdrew.  On 
the  left,  the  184th  Infantry  Regiment  fared  better;  the  regiment  took 
the  Japanese  positions  on  Hemlock  Hill  and  Locust  Hill  to  the  south 
of  Yonabaru.  The  next  day  the  184th  Infantry  met  only  token  resistance 
as  it  moved  south  to  Karadera. 

Significance:  The  Japanese  were  able  to  use  strong  defensive 
positions  to  delay  and  even  halt  the  7th  Division's  attempt  to  envelop 
Shuri  and  to  cover  the  withdrawal  of  men  from  Shuri  in  order  to  make 


a  final  stand  in  Southern  Okinawa. 

Sources:  W.l;  W.3;  W.6;  W.7;  W.8;  W.9; 


W.10;  W.ll;  W.12;  W.18;  W.19; 


W.20;  W.21;  W.22;  W.23;  W.24. 
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WORLD  WAR  II  fTHE  OKINAWA  CAMPAIGN.  !94S) 

Shuri  Envelopment,  Phase  III,  29-31  V  y  1945 

After  a  lull  on.  28  May,  the  32d  Infantry  Regiment  resumed  its 
drive  west.  On  29  May,  a  coordinated  attack  by  the  three  battalions 
of  the  32d  Infantry  reduced  Oak,  Ella,  and  June  Hills.  The  next  day 
Duck  Hill  and  the  forward  face  of  Mabel  Hill  fell  to  the  32d,  but  the 
Japanese  continued  to  maintain  their  grip  on  the  reverse  slope  of 
Mabel  and  the  tom  of  Qian.  In  the  184th  Infantry1  s  sector,  the 
Japanese  engaged  the  US  forces  in  a  delaying  action  but 
then  withdrew.  The  184th  pushed  south  of  Karadera  to  the  Chinen  Peninsula. 

Significance:  The  Japanese  continued  their  determined  resistance 
to  the  7th  Division's  advance  south  and  west;  this  enabled  them  to  complete 
their  withdrawal  from  Shuri. 

Sources:  W.l;  W.3;  W.6;  W.7;  W.8;  W.9;  W.10;  W.ll;  W.12;  W.18;  W.19; 
W.20;  W.21;  W.22;  W.23;  W.24. 
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WORLD  WAR  II  PIHE  OKINAWA  CAMPAIGN.  1945) 

Hill  95-1.  6-8  June  1945 

By  3  June  the  Japanese  forces  were  isolated  on  the  southern 
tip  of  Okinawa.  As  they  had  throughout  the  campaign,  the 

Japanese  utilized  rugged  terrain,  high  gromd,  and  fortifications  to 
present  the  Americans  with  the  difficult  task  of  attacking  a  strong 
defensive  network  and  defenders  who  were  determined  not  to  give  or 
ask  for  quarter.  In  the  7th  Division's  sector  the  key  Japanese  positions 
were  Hill  95  and  a  coral  ridge  directly  in  front  of  Hill  95.  Encountering 
intense  fire,  the  division  advanced  slowly.  After  three  days  the  184th 
Infantry  had  made  only  slight  gains,  and  the  17th,  on  the  division's 
right,  had  advanced  only  1.6  kilometers  to  the  base  of  the  Yaeju-Dake 
Escarpment  on  the  divisional  boundary  with  the  96th  Division. 

Significance:  Although  the  Japanese  were  badly  outnumbered  and 
were  using  many  soldiers  of  inferior  quality,  they  still  put  up 
fierce  resistance.  This  not  only  attests  to  the  determination  of  the 
defenders  but  also  demonstrates  the  inport ance  of  fortifications  in 
warfare. 

Sources:  W;l;  W.3;  W.6;  W.7;  W.8;  W.9;  W.10;  W.ll;  W.12;  W.18;  W.19; 
W.20;  W.21;  W.22;  W.23;  W.24. 
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WORLD  WAR  II  (THE  OKINAWA  CAMPAIGN,  1945) 

Hill  9S-II,  9-11  June  1945 

On  9  June  the  US  7th  Division,  supported  by  amor,  began  a  determined 
assault  against  Japanese  positions  on  Hill  95,  the  coral  ridge  in  front  of 
Hill  95,  and  the  eastern  portion  of  Yaeju-Dake  Escarpment  on  the  divisional 
boundary.  The  17th  Infantry  attacked  the  escarpment  on  the  right.  By  early 
afternoon  elements  of  the  17th  Infantry  had  established  control  of  the  south¬ 
eastern  tip  of  the  escarpment,  thereby  helping  the  96th  Division  in  its 
assault  on  the  remainder  of  the  escarpment.  Meanwhile,  the  1st  Battalion  of 
the  32d  Infantry  worked  its  way  through  rough  terrain  to  fight  the  Japanese 
at  close  quarters  and  established  a  foothold  on  the  rim  of  the  coral  ridge  late 
in  the  day.  The  next  day  the  32d  Infantry  restated  the  attack;  its  advance  on 
the  coral  escarpment  was  aided  by  extremely  accurate  naval  gunfire  and  by 
artillery  and  tank  support.  Except  for  two  caves,  all  Japanese  positions  on 
the  ridge  were  reduced  by  early  afternoon;  armored  flamethrowers  flushed  the 
Japanese  defenders  out  of  the  caves  and  then  BAR  fire  cut  them  down.  On 
11  June  flamethrowers  were  employed  again  to  force  Japanese  out  of  caves  on 
Hill  95.  In  the  17th  Infantry's  sector,  the  regiment  continued  to  support 
the  efforts  of  the  96th  Division  in  their  struggle  for  control  of  Yaeju-Dake. 

Significance:  The  successes  on  Hill  95  and  the  coral  ridge  in  front  of 
the  hill  broke  the  eastern  anchor  of  the  Japanese  defense  line.  These  actions 
demonstrated  the  effective  use  of  coordinated  attacks  by  armor  and  infantry 
and  serve  as  good  examples  of  the  importance  of  coordinating  land  and  naval 
forces  at  the  tactical  level. 

Sources:  w.l;  W.3;  W.6;  W.7;  W.8;  W.9;  W.10;  W.ll;  W.12;  W.18;  W.19; 

W.20;  W.21;  W.22;  W.23;  W.24. 
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WORLD  WAR  II  (THE  OKINAWA.  CAMPAlOi.  1945) 


Ya  ju-Dake,  12  June  1945 

Since  gaining  a  foothold  on  the  southeast  rim  of  the  Yaeju-Dake  Escarpment 
on  9  June  the  17th  Infantry  had  made  little  headway  against  the  Japanese 
positions  on  the  high  ground  of  the  escarpment  in  the  regiment's  sector.  The 
problem  of  the  170- foot  cliff  was  solved  by  a  predawn  attack  launched  at 
0400.  Having  gained  the  high  ground,  the  17th  Infantry,  supported  by  tanks 
and  armored  flamethrowers,  continued  to  attack  throughout  the  day  and  wiped 
out  all  Japanese  opposition  an  the  eastern  portion  of  the  escarpment. 

Signifjrawft;  By  taking  the  eastern  portion  of  the  escarpment  the  17th 
Infantry  enabled  the  neighboring  96th  Division  to  envelop  the  Japanese  right 
in  its  attack  zone.  Also,  the  17th  Infantry's  hold  on  Yaeju-Dake  enabled  it 
to  coordinate  its  efforts  with  the  32d  Infantry's  advance  on  the  Japanese 
positions  at  Hills  115  and  153  to  the  south. 

Sources:  W.l;  W.3;  W.6;  W.7;  W.8;  W.9;  W.10;  W.ll;  W.12;  W.18;  W.19; 

W.20;  W.21;  W.22;  W.23;  W.24. 
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WORLD  WAR  II  (THE  OKINAWA.  CAWAIQJ,  1945) 

Hills.  15?  .ari-Uix  ISzlZ  Jure  1945 

Having  taken  the  Japanese. positions  on  Hill  95  and  the  eastern  part  of 
the  Yaeju-Dake  Escarpment,  the  US  7th  Division  moved  south  and,  with  strong 
support  front  tanks,  armored  flame  throwers,  and  naval  giaifire,  reduced  a 
number  of  enemy  positions  on  crags,  in  caves,  and  in  wooded  areas.  By 
16  June  the  Division  had  advanced  against  the  last  two  major  strongpoints 
in  its  sector.  Hills  153  and  115.  These  positions  fell  on  17  June  after 
yet  another  day  of  bitter  combat. 

Significance:  The  fall  of  Hills  115  and  153  marked  the  end  of  organized 
resistance  in  the  7th  Infantry  Division's  zone.  After  77  days  of  brutal 
combat  the  battle  in  the  southern  part  of  Okinawa  was  at  an  end. 

Sources:  W.l;  W.3;  W.6;  W.7;  W.8;  W.9;  W.10;  W.ll;  W.12;  W.lfi;  W.19; 
W.20;  W.21;  W.22;  W.23;  W.24. 
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War:  World  War  II,  Okinawa  Campaign 

US  96th  Inf  Div  Sector  (Continued) 
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After  an  unopposed  amphibious  landing  on  the  west  coast  of 
Gkimnia  on  1  April  1945,  the  US  96th  Infantry  Division  advanced  inland 
against  light  opposition.  On  2  April,  rugged  terrain  and  minor 
Japanese  resistance  slowed  the  division's  advance,  but  the  US  troops 
made  good  progress.  On  3  April,  the  division  turned  southward  and, 
with  the  7th  Infantry  Division  to  its  left,  established  a  line  across 
the  island,  cutting  the  Japanese  north-south  conraunicat ions  line  and 
isolating  the  main  concentration  of  Japanese  forces  in  southern 
Okinawa.  On  4  April  the  96th  Division  met  increasing  resistance  in 
the  outpost  zone  of  the  Japanese  Shuri  defense  line.  With  two  regiments 
abreast,  the  383d  on  the  right  and  the  3 8 2d  on  the  left,  the  division 
advanced  southward  in  coordination  with  the  7th  Division. 

Significance:  The  decision  of  the  conmander  of  the  Japanese 
3 2d  Army,  Lt.  General  Mitsusru  Ushijima,  not  to  defend  the  landing 
beaches  greatly  facilitated  the  US  XXIV  Corps's  landing  on  Okinawa, 
the  Okinawan  conscripts  of  the  Japanese  1st  Specially  Established 
Regiment  delayed  slightly  the  96th  Division's  advance  inland.  Consequently, 
the  XXIV  Corps's  initial  objectives,  securing  a  beachhead  and  nearby 
airfields  and  establishing  a  line  across  Okinawa,  were  achieved  quickly. 

Sources:  W.2;  W.4;  W.5;  W.14;  W.15;  W.16;  W.17;  W.19;  W.21;  W.22; 

W.23;  W.24. 
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WORLD  WAR  II  (THE  OKINAWA  CAMPAIGN.  1945) 

Advance  to  the  Shuri  Line  Outposts,  5-8  April  1945 


Oh  5  April,  the  US  XXIV  Corps  began  to  meet  formidable  Japanese 
resistance  as  it  drove  south  against  Japanese  fortified  defenses  on 
southern  Okinawa.  Oh  the  right  (western)  wing  of  the  XXIV  Corps,  the 
96th  Infantry  Division,  with  two  regiments  in  line,  encountered  Japanese 
minefields  and  fire  from  machine  guns,  small  arms,  and  mortars.  On  the 
division’ s  right,  the  383d  Infantry  Regiment  failed  to  take  Japanese 
positions  on  the  commanding  terrain  of  Cactus  Ridge.  The  38 2d  Infantry 
to  the  left  made  minor  advances  against  heavy  Japanese  opposition  and 
repulsed  a  small  Japanese  counterattack  with  artillery,  mortar,  and 
machine  gun  fire. 

On  the  morning  of  6  April,  two  air  strikes  were  called  in  on  Cactus 
Ridge.  The  2d  Battalion,  383d  Infantry,  stormed  the  hill  and  cleared 
the  western  half.  Following  a  night  of  unsuccessful  Japanese  attempts 
to  infiltrate  the  division's  lines,  the  rest  of  the  ridge  was  cleared, 
and  96th  Division  troops  moved  to  positions  500  meters  north  of  the 
heavily  fortified  Kakazu  Ridge.  Naval  gunfire  and  tactical  air  supported 
the  division's  advance.  Oh  8  April,  after  a  night  of  deadly  Japanese 
artillery  fire  on  the  38 2d  Infantry,  the  entire  division  met  heavy 
resistance  as  it  advanced  slowly  southward. 

The  96th  Division  reached  the  forward  defenses  of  the  Shuri  Line 
on  8  April  at  Kakazu  and  Tombstone  Ridges.  The  positions  in  front  of 
these  fortifications  had  proved  to  be  formidable.  Progress  had  been 
slow,  but  subsequently  the  division' s  advance  would  come  to  a  virtual 
standstill  in  front  of  Kakazu  Ridge. 

Significance:  The  96th  Division,  in  its  first  encounter  with 
Japanese  fortified  defenses  on  Okinawa,  made  deliberate  progress  against 
a  determined  defense.  The  fighting  was  characteristic  of  that  to  come. 

Sources:  W.2;  W.3;  W.14;  W.15;  W.16;  W.19;  W.21;  W.22;  W.23;  W.24. 
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Kakazu  and  Tombstone  Ridges,  9-12  April  194S 

On  9  April,  the  first  of  a  series  of  attacks  by  the  US  96th  Division 
against  the  Japanese-held  Kakazu  Ridge  began.  This  naturally  defensible 
terrain  feature  ms  strengthened  by  a  network  of  man-made  positions  and 
presented  one  of  the  most  formidable  barriers  to  the  US  advance  on  Okinawa. 
The  US  attack  was  not  preceded  by  an  artillery  barrage,  and  the  leading 
units  of  the  1st  Battalion,  383d  Infantry,  reached  the  crest  of  the  oain 
Kakazu  Ridge  without  alerting  the  Japanese.  However,  when  the  US  troops 
were  discovered,  Japanese  artillery  and  mortar  fire  began,  and  isolated 
the  US  troops  in  positions  on  the  crest  of  the  ridge.  Japanese  infantry 
counterattacks  continuously  hit  the  isolated  troops,  forcing  a  withdrawal 
from  the  crest  of  the  ridge. 

On  10  April,  the  96th  Division's  attack  against  Kakazu  Ridge  continued 
with  a  two  regiment  assault.  Resistance  described  as  the  bitterest  yet 
encountered  met  the  attacking  units.  Nevertheless,  the  2d  Battalion, 

381st  Infantry,  secured  positions  on  high  terrain  known  as  Kakazu  West 
to  the  left  (west)  of  the  main  Kakazu  Ridge.  By  dark  these  troops  were 
still  in  place,  but  the  main  Kakazu  Ridge  remained  largely  in  Japanese 
hands.  Rain  throughout  the  day  hindered  the  attack.  To  the  east  of 
Kakazu  Ridge,  the  38 2d  Infantry  attacked  with  three  battalions  in  line 
against  the  heavily  fortified  Tombstone  Ridge.  However,  muddy  conditions, 
rain,  and  a  fierce  Japanese  defense  forced  the  38 Zd  Regiment  to  relinquish 
the  ground  that  it  had  gained.  In  both  the  Kakazu  and  Tombstone  attacks, 
tanks  had  been  prevented  from  supporting  the  infantry  by  muddy  ground 
conditions  and,  around  Kakazu,  unsuitable  terrain. 

On  11  April  renewed  attacks  were  initiated  between  Kakazu  West 
and  Kakazu  Ridge  by  elements  of  the  381st  and  383d  regiments.  Heavy 
mortar  and  machine  gun  fire  slowed  the  attack  and  eventually  drove  the 
96th  Division  troops  back  to  their  original  positions.  On  12  April, 
after  a  night  of  intense  Japanese  mortar  activity,  the  1st  Battalion, 

381st  Infantry,  attacked  Kakazu  Ridge  and,  despite  a  preliminary  air 
bombardment,  was  stopped  by  a  tenacious  Japanese  defense.  On  11  and  12 
April  the  38  2d  Infantry  mopped  up  bypassed  Japanese  positions  and 
patrolled  the  front,  testing  Japanese  defenses  and  improving  its  positions. 


WORLD  WAR  II 
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Nishibaru  Ri 


it,  19-23  April  1945 


The  US  XXIV  Corps's  attack  on  19  April  was  preceded  by  massive 
naval  gunfire,  artillery,  and  air  support.  Good  gains  were  achieved 
by  the  38 2d  Infantry  on  the  Division's  left,  but  heavy  Japanese  fire 
eventually  slowed  the  advance.  A  gap  opened  between  the  division's 
right-hand  regiment,  the  381st  Infantry,  and  the  27th  Infantry  Division 
on  its  right  when  Japanese  positions  on  Kak&zu  Ridge  were  not  neutralized 
by  either  division.  On  20  April,  the  382d  Infantry  consolidated  gains 
on  Tombstone  Ridge,  while  the  381st  Infantry  advanced  to  Nishibaru  Ridge, 
its  right-hand  units  under  a  hail  of  fire  from  Kakazu  Ridge.  On  21 
April  the  battle  for  the  heights  along  Nishibaru  Ridge- Tanabaru 
Escarpment  began  in  earnest,  as  96th  Division  troops  attacked.  Fire 
from  Kakazu  Ridge  stopped  an  enveloping  maneuver  around  the  right 
shou_  sr  of  Nishibaru  Ridge.  Heavy  casualties  were  incurred  by  the 
division,  and  only  small  gains  were  made.  A  similar  attack  arotmd 
the  left  slope  of  Nishibaru  Ridge  was  stopped  by  a  tenacious  Japanese 
defense  on  22  April,  and  again  only  small  gains  were  registered.  On 
23  April,  however,  the  Japanese  began  to  withdraw  southward,  their 
positions  ui  front  of  the  96th  Division  having  become  untenable.  Over¬ 
whelming  ns  firepower  superiority  along  the  entire  front  had  finally 
begun  ;j  we  an  effect  on  the  Japanese  defenders.  US  armor,  including 
flamethr  *r  tanks,  was  able  to  move  up  and  support  the  infantry  after 
a  terrain  obstacle  that  had  previously  held  back  the  tanks  was  overcome. 
Although  gains  were  small  on  23  April,  the  Japanese  defenses  around 
Nishibaru  Ri  je  were  broken.  On  24  April,  the  96th  Division  was  able 
to  advance  pidly  against  minor  resistance  and  mop  up  bypassed  Japanese 
positions. 

Significance:  With  support  from  tanks  and  armored  flamethrowers, 
the  96th  Division  was  able  to  penetrate  one  line  of  the  Shari  defensive 
system  after  five  days  of  heavy  fighting. 

Sources:  W.2;  W.3;  W.14;  W.15;  W.18;  W.19;  W.21;  W.22;  W.23;  W.24. 
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Magda  Escarpment,  26-29  April  194S 

On  25  April,  the  381st  and  383d  Regiments  of  the  US  96th  Division 
Mde  minor  readjustments  in  their  front  lines  in  preparation  for  an 
attack  on  the  Urasoe-Mura  Escarpment,  also  called  Maeda  Escarpment, 
after  the  village  just  south  of  the  ridge.  This  was  a  sheer  cliff, 
heavily  fortified,  and  ispas  sable  for  tanks.  On  26  April,  the  division 
attacked,  with  the  381st  Infantry  on  the  right  directly  in  front  of 
the  escarpment  and  the  383d  Infantry  on  the  left  between  the  eastern 
edge  of  the  escarpment  and  the  village  of  Kochi.  Tanks  and  armored 
flamethrowers  supported  the  attack  where  the  terrain  permitted.  Moderate 
gains  were  made  by  both  regiments,  but  the  381st  Infantry  was  unable 
to  advance  beyond  the  crest  of  the  escarpment,  since  fortified  Japanese 
defenses  command od  the  reverse  slope.  On  27  April,  despite  muddy 
ground  conditions  caused  by  rains,  armor  again  supported  the  division's 
attack.  Moderate  gains  were  made  on  the  center  and  left,  including 
penetrations  to  the  town  of  Maeda,  but  the  extreme  right  elements  of 
the  381st  Infantry  met  intense  defensive  fire  on  the  Maeda  Escarpment. 

On  28  April,  strong  Japanese  resistance  again  prevented  any  major  gains 
on  the  division's  right,  but  the  383d  Infantry,  backed  by  armor,  moved 
slowly  southwest  past  the  eastern  edge  of  the  escarpment.  Oh  29  April, 
after  a  night  of  Japanese  counterattacks ,  the  381st  Infantry  was  relieved 
by  the  307th  Infantry,  but  the  307th  Infantry  was  unable  to  make  any 
additional  gains  after  taking  over  front  line  positions.  On  the  following 
day  the  entire  96th  Division  was  relieved  by  the  remainder  of  the  77th 


Division. 

Easily  defensible  terrain  and  muddy  ground  conditions  had  hankered 
the  96th  Division's  attack  and  made  supply  difficult.  Nevertheless,  a 
penetration  on  the  division's  left  had  been  achieved  and  might  have 
been  exploited  sooner  by  the  77th  Division  had  the  Japanese  not  counter¬ 
attacked  in  early  May. 

Significance:  The  96th  Division  had  been  able  to  advance  around 
the  eastern  end  of  the  Maeda  Escarpment  but  thereafter  was  held  up  by 
stiff  Japanese  resistance.  By  the  end  of  the  engagement,  when  the 
division  was  relieved,  the  combat  effectiveness  of  the  troops  had  been 
greatly  reduced  by  continual  commitment. 

Sources:  W.2;  W.3;  W.14;  W.15;  W.18;  W.19;  If. 21;  W.Z2;  W.23;  W.24. 
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Attack  on  the  Shuri  Line's  Eastern  Flank, I.  11-13  May 

On  11  Hay,  after  nine  days  of  rest,  the  US  96th  Infantry  Division 
reentered  the  line  and  renewed  its  attack  against  .Japanese  positions  on  the 
far  right  (eastern)  sector  of  the  Shuri  Line.  This  sector  included  heavily 
fortified  positions  on  a  series  of  hills  on  the  perimeter  of  the  inner  defenses 
of  the  Shuri  Line.  Reduction  of  individual  positions  was  extremely  difficult* 
because  the  enemy  strongpoints  were  mutually  supporting. 

The  division's  attack  plan  was  to  clear  the  high  terrain  on  the  western 
portion  of  the  divisional  sector  to  permit  a  drive  south  along  the  coast  road 
through  the  town  of  Yonabaru,  thus  outflanking  the  Shuri  defenses. 

When  the  division  attacked  on  11  May*  it  immediately  met  stubborn 
resistance  across  the  entire  front.  On  the  right,  elements  of  the  382d  Infantry 
outflanked  positions  on  the  crest  of  Zebra  Hill  and  drove  southwest  to  the  base 
of  the  Dick  Hill  complex.  Crossfire  from  machine  guns  to  the  front  and  on 
both  flanks  made  the  positions  taken  at  the  base  of  Dick  Hill  untenable.  To 
the  east  the  383d  Infantry  made  small  gains  axtsimd  the  town  of  Yonagusuku 
before  being  stopped  by  machine  gun  and  mortar  fire  from  hills  to  the  south. 

On  12  May,  both  regiments  continued  their  attacks,  with  the  382d  Infantry 
making  its  main  effort  in  the  middle  of  the  regimental  zone.  An  attack  against 
Dick  Hill  brought  troops  of  the  regiment  to  the  lower  slopes  of  the  hill  but* 
as  in  the  previous  day's  fighting ,  intense  fire  drove  the  attackers  back  to 
their  former  positions.  The  383d  Infantry  continued  to  advance  slowly  around 
Yonagasuku,  some  elements  advancing  up  a  northern  spur  of  Conical  Hill,  the 
dominating  hill  mass  on  the  extreme  eastern  aid  of  the  Shuri  Line.  On  13  May, 
in  an  attack  coordinated  with  the  77th  Division,  the  382d  Infantry  consolidated 
positions  on  the  northern  part  of  Dick  Hill.  Around  Yonagasuku*  the  383d 
Infantry  overcame  all  resistance,  and  elements  of  the  Regiment  drove  to  within 
50  meters  of  the  summit  of  Conical  Hill*  where  they  beat  back  a  Japanese 
counterattack  and  held  their  newly-won  positions.  This  toehold  would  prove 
to  be  a  crucial  factor  in  future  operations  to  outflank  the  eastern  end  of 
the  Shuri  Line. 

Significance ;  The  Japanese  defense  of  the  eastern  flank  of  the  Shuri  Line 
was  maintained  after  three  days  of  attacks  by  the  US  96th  Infantry  Division.  However 
the  attackers  had  made  inport  ant  gains  against  the  Japanese  extreme  right  in  the 
area  of  Conical  Hill;  these  gains  were  important  for  future  operations. 

Sources:  W.2;  W.3;  W.9;  W.14;  W.1S;  W.19;  W.21;  W.22;  W.23;  W.24. 
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Japanese  reinforcements  reached  Dick  Hill  on  the  night  of  13/14  May. 
When  the  US  attack  was  renewed  the  next  morning  only  one  battalion  of 
the  382d  Infantry  made  any  significant  gains  against  extremely  heavy 
Japanese  fire.  The  383d  Infantry  (with  armor  support)  made  small  gains 
on  hills  northwest  of  Conical  Hill  and  extended  its  foothold  on  the 
northeastern  slopes  of  Conical  Hill.  After  heavy  rain  and  Japanese 
infiltration  attempts  on  the  night  of  14/15  May,  the  96th  Division 
slow  progress.  US  reinforcements  were  moved  close  to  the  crest 
of  Dick  Hill,  but  fire  from  Japanese  reverse  slope  positions  prevented 
any  movement  beyond  the  ridge.  Northwest  of  Conical  Hill,  383d  Infantry 
elements  took  the  summit  of  King  Hill.  The  forward  positions  on  the 
northeastern  part  of  Conical  Hill  were  strengthened.  On  16  May  an 
attack  by  382d  Infantry  troops  took  the  crest  of  Dick  Hill.  The  383d 
Infantry,  without  armor  support,  registered  small  advances  around  King 
Hill.  Elements  of  the  regiment  on  Conical  Hill  attempted  to  move  down 
the  southeast  slope  of  the  hill.  Oh  the  extreme  left  of  the  Division's 
sector  an  armored  reconnaissance  in  force  penetrated  to  the  outskirts 
of  Yonabaru.  Ch  17  May,  the  381st  Infantry  began  to  move  into  the 
front  lines  to  relieve  elements  of  the  383d  Infantry.  On  the  reverse 
slopes  of  Dick  Hill,  382d  Infantry  elements  cleared  numerous  Japanese 
positions,  using  tanks  and  demolition  teams.  Tank- infantry  teams  drove 
slowly  along  the  reverse  slopes  of  King  Hill  and  nearby  Charlie  Hill. 

On  18  May  the  382d  Infantry  mopped  up  Japanese  defenses,  but  no  changes 
were  made  in  the  previous  front  lines.  On  Charlie  and  King  Hills  elements 
of  the  383d  Infantry  also  mopped  up,  while  troops  of  one  battalion  of  the 
381st  Infantry  advanced  around  Conical  Hill  with  support  from  tanks 
operating  on  lower  terrain  to  the  east. 

In  five  days  of  heavy  fighting  the  96th  Division  had  slightly 
improved  its  positions.  No  swift  breakthrough  was  possible  against 
fortified  defenses  on  the  heights  overlooking  the  eastern  coastal  road. 
Only  by  heavy  artillery  fire  in  support  of  repeated  attacks  was  the 
division  able  to  wear  the  Japanese  down  through  attrition. 
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Attack  on  the  Shuri  Line’s  Eastern  Flank.  II.  14-18  May  1945  (Continued) 
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Significance;  The  96th  Division  continued  to  advance  slowly  against 
the  ccnplex  defenses  of  the  Japanese  in  the  hills  on  the  eastern  flank 
of  the  Shuri  Line,  but  no  breakthrough  was  achieved. 

Sources:  W.2;  W.3;  W.9;  W.14;  W.15;  W.19;  W.21;  W.22;  W.23;  W.24. 
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Attack  on  the  Shuri  Line’s  Eastern  Flank.  III.  20-21  May  1945 

On  20  May  1945,  the  US  96th  Division  continued  attacks  against 
the  eastern  end  of  the  Shuri  defensive  line.  38 2d  Infantry  elements 
attacked  Oboe  Hill,  south  of  the  Dick  Hill  conplex,  but  Japanese 
machine  gun  fire  forced  a  withdrawal  after  small  gains  were  made. 

South  of  Conical  Hill,  381st  Infantry  elements  attacked  toward  Sugar 
Hill  along  the  eastern  slope  of  an  interconnecting  ridge  called  Hogback. 
After  a  heavy  artillery  preparation,  the  division  renewed  the  attack 
on  21  May.  Elements  of  the  382d  Infantry  drove  to  the  crest  of  Oboe 
Hill.  The  383d  Infantry  was  still  held  up  by  Japanese  defenses  on 
the  south  slope  of  Charlie  Hill.  Tb  the  south  of  Conical  Hill,  the 
381st  Infantry  outflanked  the  right  of  the  Japanese  Shuri  defenses  by 
securing  Sugar  Hill  and  advancing  to  within  200  meters  of  the  Yonabaru- 
Shuri-Naha  road.  By  attacking  over  more  rugged  but  less  heavily 
defended  terrain  on  the  eastern  portion  of  the  Conical-Sugar  Hills 
complex,  96th  Division  units  had  penetrated  a  critical  weak  point 
on  the  Japanese  defenses.  The  way  was  now  open  for  a  drive  by  the  7th 
Infantry  Division  down  the  eastern  coastal  corridor. 

Significance:  Elements  of  the  381st  Infantry  Regiment  outflanked 
the  eastern  end  of  the  Shuri  Line,  opening  the  way  for  a  US  drive  down 
the  eastern  coastal  road. 

Sources:  W.2;  W.3;  W.9;  W.14;  W.15;  W.19;  W.21;  W.22;  W.23;  W.24. 
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WORLD  WAR  II  (THE  OKINAWA.  CAMPAIGN,  194S) 


Advance  to  the  Yuza-Dakg/Yacju-Dake  Escarpment.  6-9  June  1945 

After  heavy  rains  in  late  May  1945  had  brought  the  96th  Division 
to  a  near  standstill,  the  division  renewed  its  attack  against  Japanese 
forces  in  southern  Okinawa.  During  the  first  five  days  of  June  the 
division  followed  withdrawing  Japanese  units  in  continuous  rains  which 
havered  supply  for  the  front  lines  troops.  On  5  June,  the  division 
secured  the  last  dominating  terrain  features  north  of  the  formidable 
defenses  on  the  Yuza-Dake/Yaeju-Dake  Escarpment. 

On  6  June  the  381st  Infantry  seized  the  towns  of  Yuiagusuku  and 
Tamuri  in  the  left  sector  of  the  division's  zone.  On  the  right,  the 
383d  Infantry  made  small  gains  against  heavy  Japanese  resistance.  Probes 
against  the  Japanese  positions  on  the  escarpment  were  driven  back  by 
heavy  fire.  For  the  next  three  days,  the  division  failed  to  advance, 
because  of  stubborn  resistance  tind  supply  difficulties  caused  by  poor 
ground  conditions.  On  9  June  artillery,  naval  gunfire,  air  support, 
and  direct  tank  fire  hammered  the  escarpment  in  preparation  for  an 
offensive  slated  for  the  following  day. 

Significance:  The  96th  Division  advanced  slowly  against  the  last 
formidable  position  of  the  Japanese  defenders  of  Okinawa. 

Sources:  W.2;  W.3;  W.14;  W.1S;  W.19;  W.21;  W.22;  W.23;  W.24. 
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Initial  Attack  on  the  Yuza-Dake/Yaeiu-Dakc  Escarpment.  10-11  June  1945 
Early  on  10  JUne  1945  the  US  96th  Division  attacked  the  Yuza-Dake/ 
Yaeju-Dake  escarpment  with  two  regiments  abreast.  On  the  right,  the 
383d  Infantry  advanced  to  an  east-west  railroad  line  about  700  meters 
north  of  the  escarpment.  Even  with  support  from  tanks,  self-propelled 
guns,  antitank  guns,  and  recoilless  guns,  the  regiment  could  not 
advance  against  intense  Japanese  machine  gun  fire.  The  regiment 
consolidated  its  positions  north  and  east  of  the  town  of  Yuza  for  the 
evening.  In  the  381st  Regiment's  zone,  units  of  the  regiment  made 
repeated  attempts  to  seize  the  lower  of  two  levels  of  the  escarpment 
in  front  of  the  regiment.  By  late  afternoon,  the  troops  had  succeeded 
in  gaining  a  toehold  on  the  escarpment's  lower  level.  After  an  intense 
artillery  preparation  on  the  morning  of  11  June,  the  division  continued 
working  forward  against  strong  enemy  resistance.  Elements  of  the  383d 
Infantry  attacked  the  tom  of  Yuza,  but  heavy  defensive  fire  from  high 
ground  to  the  south  forced  the  troops  back  to  their  previous  position. 
Other  units  of  the  383d  Infantry  reached  the  bottom  of  the  escarpment. 

No  significant  gains  were  made  in  the  381st  Regiment's  sector  on  11  June, 
but  demolition  patrols  and  tanks  were  employed  to  destroy  bypassed 
Japanese  fortifications. 

Significance:  The  381st  Infantry  Regiment,  gained  a  toehold  on  the 
lower  level  of  the  escarpment  on  the  left  of  the  96th  Division's  zone. 

Sources:  W.2;  W.3;  W.13;  W.14;  W.15;  W.19;  W.21;  W.22;  W.23;  W.24. 
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WORLD  WAR  II  (THE  OKINAWA  CAMPAIGN,  19451 

Capture  of  the  Yuza-Dake/Yaeju-Dake  Escarpment,  12-17  June  1945 

On  12  June  troops  of  all  three  battalions  of  the  381st  Infantry, 
with  armor  support,  attacked  on  the  left  of  the  division's  sector. 

Elements  of  the  regiment  reached  positions  near  the  top  of  the  lower 
level  of  the  Yaeju-Dake  escarpment.  The  383d  Infantry  renewed  its 
attack  south  of  the  town  of  Yuza,  closing  caves  in  this  area  and  making 

small  gains  against  intense  Japanese  machine  gun  fire.  On  13  June 

\ 

elements  of  the  381st  Infantry  began  to  ascend  the  Yaeju-Dake  escarpment 
on  the  left  of  the  96th  Division's  zone,  while  the  383d  Infantry 
attacked  south  of  Yuza,  reaching  the  town  of  Ozato,  west  of  high  ground 
on  Yuza-Dake.  Both  regiments  employed  armor  in  their  advances,  and  the 
right-hand  units  of  the  383d  Infantry  cooperated  with  the  1st  Marine 
Division  on  the  right  of  the  96th  Division.  High  ground  just  below 
Hill  167  on  Yuza-Dake  was  taken  by  the  383d  Infantry  on  14  June.  On 
the  same  day,  the  381st  Infantry  secured  the  pinnacle  of  Yaeju-Dake, 
breaking  the  Japanese  defenses  on  the  division's  left.  On  15  June 
the  2d  Battalion  of  the  38 2d  Infantry  relieved  the  battle-weary  2d 
Battalion/383d  Infantry,  and  attacked  to  the  crest  of  Yuza-Dake.  Working 
in  conjunction  with  the  7th  Division  on  the  left  of  the  96th  Division, 
the  381st  Infantry  made  substantial  gains  on  the  reverse  slopes  of 
Yaeju-Dake.  All  three  battalions  of  the  regiment  encountered  strong 
Japanese  opposition.  On  16  June  units  of  the  382d  Infantry  continued 
to  relieve  383d  Infantry  troops,  and  the  highest  peak  of  Hill  167  on 
the  crest  of  Yuza-Dake  was  cleared  of  Japanese  by  the  382d  Infantry. 

To  the  left,  the  381st  Infantry  advanced  through  disorganized  but  fierce 
Japanese  resistance.  The  96th  Division  spent  17  June  eliminating  isolated 
Japanese  strongpoints ,  with  medium,  light,  and  flame  tanks  supporting. 

However,  the  gains  of  the  previous  day's  attack  had  broken  through  the 
last  organized  Japanese  defensive  positions  within  the  96th  Division's 
zone.  Isolated  groups,  aided  by  the  rugged  terrain,  would  fight  desperately 
for  the  next  week,  but  an  organized  Japanese  defense  no  longer  opposed 
the  96th  Division. 

Significance:  By  taking  the  Yuza-Dake/Yaeju-Dake  Escarpment  the 
96th  Division  cleared  the  last  organized  Japanese  resistance  in  its  attack  zone. 

Sources:  W.2;  W.3;  W.13;  W.14;  W.15;  W.19;  W.21;  W.22;  W.23;  W.24. 
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War:  1967  Arab- Israeli  War  (Six  Day  War)  (Continued) 
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ND  RESOLUTION  OF  COMBAT 

Israeli  War  (Six-Day  War)  (Continued) 


•MB  1967  AMtt-TSMB.T  WAR  (WEST  BMK  FRONT) 


jwte.  m  jbm  mi 

At  1500  on  5  Jane,  Israeli  forces  crossed  the  West  Bank  border 
north  sad  west  of  Jenin.  While  Colonel  Aharon  Awwtf  s  infantry  brigade 
pushed  south  along  the  Afula  and  Givat'oz  roads.  Lieutenant  Colonel 
Moshe  for  Kbchva's  armored  brigade,  in  two  coitions,  converged  on  the 
Dotan  Valley  southwest  of  Jenin.  After  meeting  southeast  of  Ya'abad, 

Bar  Kbchva's  two  coltnns  swung  eastward  and  encountered  their  first 
opposition  west  of  Jenin.  While  the  leading. battalion  of  armor  bypassed  the 
Jordanians,  an  armored  infantry  battalion,  attacking  against  determined 
resistance,  overcame  the  opposition.  By  0300  on  6  June,  the  armored  infantry 
and  armor  had  linked  up  southwest  of  Jenin  and  began  an  assault  on  the  town. 

Elements  of  the  Jordanian  25th  Infantry  Brigade  were  deployed  in 
three  mutually  supporting  defensive  lines  south  of  Jenin.  Against 
these  defenses,  for  Kbchva  sent  his  armored  infantry  battalion,  keeping 
his  tanks  concentrated  behind  the  infantry  ready  to  deal  with  a  possible 
attack  by  Jordanian  armored  units.  While  heavy  antitank  fire  prevented 
the  Israeli  armor  from  attacking  the  Jordanian  infantry  that  held  the 
hills  dominating  Jenin,  Jordanian  tanks  moved  in  against  the  flanks  of 
the  Israelis  in  a  double  envelopment,  for  Kbchva  ordered  two  of  his 
tank  battalions  to  stop  the  Jordanian  tanks.  When  he  threw  in  yet  a 
third  tank  battalion,  the  Jordanian  thrusts  were  stopped  after  a  confused 
nighttime  armored  battle.  Meanwhile,  with  their  flanks  protected,  the 
Israeli  infantry  had  been  able  to  overrun  the  Jordanian  defense  lines. 

Shortly  before  dawn,  Avnon's  infantry  brigade  arrived  from  the  north 
and  closed  in  on  Jenin  while  Bar  Kbchva  attacked  from  the  south.  TVro 
of  Bar  Kochva's  tank  battalions  spearheaded  an  assault  into  Jenin  from 
the  south  in  coordination  with  an  attack  by  Avnon's  brigade  from  the 
north.  Following  standard  Israeli  street-fighting  doctrine,  the  two 
brigades  moved  into  the  town.  When  a  Jordanian  armored  attack  materialized 
south  of  Jenin,  Bar  Kochva  left  Avnon's  infantry  to  mop  up  the  scattered 
but  fierce  resistance  still  continuing  in  the  town. 

Significance:  The  capture  of  Jenin  by  Israeli  forces  did  not 
guarantee  that  the  West  Bank  would  be  cleared  of  Jordanian  forces.  But 
it  was  one  of  the  first  tactical  objectives  to  be  taken,  and  the  Israeli 
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TOE  1967  ARAB -ISRAELI  WAR  (WEST  BANK  FRONT) 

Jenin,  S/6  June  1967  (Continued) 

success  facilitated  further  advances  south  and  east  into  Jordanian 
territory. 

Sources:  X.l;  X.2;  X.3. 
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THE  1967  ARAB- ISRAELI  WAR  (WEST  BANK  FRONT) 

Jerusalem,  5-7  June 

Shortly  after  1600  on  5  June,  four  battalions  of  the  Israeli  Etzioni 
Brigade,  with  tank  support,  attacked  Jordanian  positions  south  of  Jerusalem 
at  Sur  Baher  and  the  recently  occupied  United  Nations  Headquarters  at  Govern¬ 
ment  House,  encountering  moderately  strong  Jordanian  resistance.  Northwest 
of  Jerusalem  the  Israeli  Harel  Brigade  (mechanized)  advanced  along  lightly 
defended  hills  north  of  the  Jerusalem  Corridor.  Israeli  aircraft  in  support 
disrupted  the  communications  line  of  Jordanian  Brigadier  Ata  Ali's  forces 
around  Jerusalem  and,  after  dark,  smashed  a  relief  colimn  of  the  Jordanian 
60th  Armored  Brigade,  coming  from  Jericho. 

A  little  after  2300  on  5  June,  Israeli  artillery  and  mortars  began  to 
shell  Jordanian  positions  north  and  northeast  of  Jerusalem  in  preparation  for 
an  assault  by  a  paratroop  brigade  under  Colonel  Mordechai  Gur.  Early  on 
6  June,  a  small  number  of  Israelis  landed  in  helicopters  north  of  the  Old 
City.  They  were  soon  joined  by  the  main  body  of  paratroopers.  By  daybreak, 
the  Israelis  had  reached  the  wall  of  die  Old  City  near  the  Damascus  Gate. 

As  they  moved  through  the  environs  of  the  Old  City,  the  Etzioni  Brigade 
attacked  south  of  Jerusalem  at  Abu  Tur.  By  nightfall  Ata  Ali's  positions 
in  and  around  Jerusalem  were  in  peril  of  being  surrounded.  The  Harel  Brigade 
had  pushed  north  of  Jerusalem  and  sent  elements  to  Ramallah  after  defeating 
tanks  of  the  Jordanian  60th  Armored  Brigade  at  Tel  el  Pul,  and  an  Israeli 
brigade  under  Colonel  Moshe  Yotvat  had  finally  taken  Latxun  on  the  extreme 
western  edge  of  Jordanian  territory  and  was  moving  east  to  link  up  with  the 
Harel  Brigade. 

Late  on  the  night  of  6  June^,  a  Jordanian  relief  column  from  Jericho  was 
stopped  by  Israeli  air  strikes  and  artillery  near  the  site  of  the  60th 
Armored  Brigade's  earlier  disaster.  Learning  of  this  defeat  and  that  most 
Jordanian  units  had  withdrawn  from  the  West  Bank,  Ata  Ali  ordered  his  remaining 
troops  to  leave  Jerusalem  early  on  7  June.  This  was  successfully  accomplished 
before  dawn.  By  late  morning,  the  Old  City  was  occupied  by  Israeli  troops. 

Significance:  Lack  of  a  unified  Jordanian  command,  coupled  with  Israeli 
air  supremacy,  prohibited  an  efficient  and  coordinated  defense.  The  t  cellent, 
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highly  combat  effective  Israeli  troops  took  advantage  of  Jordanian  confusion 
to  defeat  the  defenders  in  detail.  Hie  Israelis  were  therefore  able  to  capture 
Jerusalem  and  the  entire  West  Bank  in  a  series  of  overwhelming  victories  during 
the  Six  Day  War. 

Source:  X.l;  X.2. 
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1967  ARAB- ISRAELI  WAR  (WEST  BANK  FRONT) 

Rabat iy  a,  6-7  June  1967 

On  6  June,  the  reconnaissance  battalion  of  Lieutenant  Colonel  Moshe  Bar 
Kochva's  brigade,  left  behind  at  Kabatiya  Junction  as  a  rearguard  to  protect 
against  a  possible  attack  by  Jordanian  armor  during  the  battle  for  Jenin,  reported 
that  Jordanian  tanks  were  advancing  from  Tubas.  Leaving  infantry  of  Colonel 
Aharon  Avnon's  brigade  to  mop  up  in  Jenin,  Bar  Kochva  Withdrew  the  rest  of 
his  brigade,  regrouped  his  tank  and  armored  infantry  battalions,  and 
then  moved  toward  Kabatiya  Junction. 

Deployed  southwest  of  Kabatiya  Junction,  the  Israeli  reconnaissance 
battalion  was  attacked  and  surrounded  from  the  east  by  Jordanian  armor 
before  Bar  Kochva's  tanks  appeared  on  the  road  from  Jenin.  Utoder  cover 
of  continuous  waves  of  fighter  attacks  against  the  tanks  of  the  Jordanian 
40th  Armored  Brigade,  Bar  Kochva  refueled  his  command,  and  made  plans 
to  rescue  the  isolated  reconnaissance  battalion. 

Meanwhile,  Lieutenant  Colonel  Awad  Mohoramed  EL  Khalidi  had  rallied 
much  of  his  Jordanian  25th  Infantry  Brigade,  dispersed  in  earlier 
fighting  for  Jenin  and,  with  the  tanks  of  the  40th  Armored  Brigade,  by 
midmoming  had  formed  a  firm  defensive  position  in  and  around  Kabatiya. 

Repeated  efforts  by  Bar  Kochva's  brigade  to  smash  through  the  Jordanian 
defenses  were  thrown  back.  Fierce  fighting  continued  for  approximately 
12  hours.  Shortly  after  dark  Bar  Kochva  sent  one  of  his  tank  companies 
around  the  flank  of  the  Jordanian  position  to  smash  a  hole  through  the 
Jordanian  cordon  surrounding  the  reconnaissance  battalion.  The  surrounded 
troops  streamed  out  and  fell  back  to  join  Bar  Kochva's  main  body  north 
of  Kabatiya.  Shortly  after  dawn  on  7  June,  Bar  Kochva  renewed  his 
attack  on  Kabatiya  Junction.  At  about  the  same  time  a  battalion  of 
Avnon's  infantry  brigade,  which  had  swung  to  the  west  through  Ya'abad, 
then  southeast  through  Arraba,  reached  the  western  Jenin-Nablus  road, 
threatening  the  rear  of  Jordanian  positions  at  Kabatiya.  The  Jordanians 
at  once  withdrew  to  the  southeast,  toward  Damiya. 

Significance:  Bar  Kochva's  quick  reaction  to  the  Jordanian  threat 
and  the  timely  appearance  of  Israeli  air  support  prevented  what  might 
have  been  a  surprise  attack  in  the  rear  of  Israeli  positions  at  Jenin  as 
well  as  reselling  the  reconnaissance  battalion.  With  persistence  and  the 
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Tilfit-Zababida,  6/7  June  1967 

During  the  early  morning  of  6  June,  after  the  advance  party  of 
Colonel  Uri  Ram's  Israeli  armored  brigade  had  passed  through  Tilfit 
en  route  to  Nablus,  the  brigade's  reconnaissance  company  encountered 
heavy  fire  from  well  concealed  Jordanian  armor  on  high  ground  to  the 
west  near  the  town  of  Zababida.  Deploying  his  tanks  on  the  heights 
across  the  valley  from  the  Jordanian  positions,  Ram  sent  several 
halftracks  into  the  valley  to  draw  fire  so  that  the  Jordanians  would 
reveal  their  locations  by  their  tank  gun  muzzle  flashes.  This  was  the 
beginning  of  a  long  range,  static  armor  battle,  which  lasted  until  dusk. 

Little  damage  was  done  by  either  side  in  this  long  range  exchange.  Just 
before  dusk,  the  Israelis  observed  a  Jordanian  tank  company  shifting  its 
position  and  called  in  an  air  strike  which  destroyed  a  number  of  these 
tanks.  Then,  as  darkness  fell,  the  Israelis  were  able  to  use  the  burning 
tanks  as  reference  points  to  direct  their  guns  on  other  Jordanian  tank 
positions,  as  well  as  on  the  defenses  in  Zababida  itself  on  the  heights  above. 

After  dark,  and  under  the  cover  of  a  20-minute  artillery  preparation. 

Ram  began  a  night  attack  on  Zababida,  advancing  in  two  columns  of  four 
tank  companies  each.  One  column  advanced  along  the  main  Tilfit-Zababida 
road,  while  the  other  column  moved  downhill  along  sane  dirt  tracks, 
blasting  concrete  antitank  obstacles  Vith  tank  guns  and  continuing  up 
the  far  side  of  the  valley,  still  undetected  by  the  Jordanians.  As  the 
first  column  entered  the  valley,  it  encountered  Jordanians  around  Tilfit. 

For  the  next  hour  a  short-range  tank  battle  was  fought  in  the  valley  until 
Ram's  other  column  attacked  positions  in  the  hills  near  Zababida.  The  > 
Jordanian  tanks  in  the  valley  immediately  broke  contact  and  withdrew  up 
the  hill  to  avoid  being  surrounded.  By  0300  on  7  June,  Zababida  was  in 
Israeli  hands,  and  the  Jordanians  were  retreating  south  down  the  main 
road  toward  Tubas. 

Significance:  Ram  removed  a  threat  to  his  reconnaissance  company 
and  cleared  the  way  for  an  advance  to  Nablus. 

Sources:  X.l;  X.2. 
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Nablus,  7  June  1967 

On  the  morning  of  7  June  1967,  a  reconnaissance  company  and  a 
tank  company  of  Colonel  Uri  Ram's  Israeli  armored  brigade  occupied  the 
center  of  Nablus  against  scattered  opposition.  Receiving  reports  that 
a  large  force  of  Jordanian  armor  was  just  west  of  the  town,  Ram  at  once 
sent  for  two  tank  battalions  to  join  him  from  their  positions  around 
the  Tubas -Damiya-Nablus  road  junction  to  the  northeast.  On  the 
arrival  of  the  two  tank  battalions  a  confused  battle  broke  out  in  and  around 


the  western  edge  of  the  town.  By  late  afternoon,  one  battalion  from 
Lieutenant  Colonel  Moshe  Bar  Kochva's  armored  brigade  had  broken 
through  at  Rabat iya  and  struck  the  rear  of  the  Jordanian  units  that 
were  still  engaging  Ram's  brigade  west  of  Nablus.  Finding  themselves 
caught  between  two  converging  Israeli  forces,  the  Jordanians  withdrew 
in  considerable  confusion,  some  going  to  the  south  and  some  to  the 
north  of  Nablus.  Those  to  the  north  were  soon  joined  by  a  tank  battalion 
of  the  Jordanian  40th  Armored  Brigade  and  another  round  of  combat  broke  out. 

By  this  time,  however,  the  Jordanians'  morale  had  plummeted.  It  was 
evident  that  they  had  suffered  severe  defeats  throughout  the  Nest  Bank, 
and  more  than  half  of  the  tanks  of  the  40th  Armored  Brigade  had  already 
been  destroyed  in  and  around  Nablus.  With  reports  of  another  Israeli 
infantry  brigade  approaching  Nablus  from  the  west,  the  surviving  Jordanians 
fought  to  reach  the  Damiya  Bridge  road  and  by  dusk  were  well  on  their 
way  to  Damiya  and  the  bridge  across  the  Jordan  River. 

Significance:  Having  secured  Nablus  by  1830  on  7  June,  Israeli 
units  advanced  south  from  town  to  link  up  with  forces  coming  from  Ramallah 
and  east  to  Damiya  where  the  Israelis  seized  the  bridge  in  mid-evening. 

With  this  action  conplete,  the  Israelis  held  all  three  bridges  over  the 
Jordan,  assuring  their  control  of  the  West  Bank. 

Sources:  x.l;  X.2. 
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THE  1967  ARAB- ISRAELI  WAR  (THE  SINAI  FRONT) 

Rafah,  5  June  1967 

About  thirty  minutes  after  Israeli  pilots  had  begun  a  series  of  air 
strikes  which  would  destroy  the  Egyptian  air  force,  Brigadier  General 
Israel  Tal's  Israeli  armored  division  initiated  a  three-pronged  attack 
against  PLA  and  Egyptian  positions  at  Rafah,  southwest  of  Gaza.  Tal 
intended  to  execute  a  classic  double  envelopment.  He  sent  one  brigade 
under  Colonel  Shouel  Gonen  to  penetrate  Egyptian  coastal  defenses  at 
Khan  Yunis,  northeast  of  Rafah,  and  then  envelop  the  PLA  left  at  Rafah, 
and  he  sent  Colonel  Menacheim  Aviram's  brigade  through  sand  dunes  to  the 
south  of  Rafah  to  envelop  the  Egyptian  right,  while  Colonel  Rafael  Eitan's 
reinforced  paratroop  brigade  struck  the  Egyptian  front  in  a  holding  attack. 

Gonen  achieved  a  speedy  breakthrough  at  Khan  Yunis  and  advanced  in 
two  colunns  against  Rafah.  The  right-hand  column  hit  the  PLA  positions 
from  the  rear,  while  the  left-hand  colusn  struck  them  frontally.  This 
maneuver  overwhelmed  the  defenders.  Gonen  continued  southwest  and  used 
a  similar  pincers  tactic  to  reduce  a  strongly  fortified  Egyptian  position 
at  Sheikh  Zuweid.  In  the  center,  Eitan's  paratroop  brigade,  supported 
by  armor,  attacked  the  Egyptian  positions  frontally  and,  following  Gonen' s 
successful  attacks  at  Rafah  and  Sheikh  Zuweid,  consolidated  Israeli  gains 
there.  Meanwhile,  to  the  south.  Colonel  Aviram  sent  his  mechanized 
infantry  to  attack  the  Egyptian  right  frontally  in  a  holding  attack  while 
sending  two  battalions  to  enveloo  the  Egyptian  southern  (right)  flank. 
Unfortunately,  Aviram  made  his  turn  too  far  north  and  passed  between  two 
Egyptian  strong  points.  His  second  column  was  attacked  from  the  rear. 
Confused,  heavy  combat  ensued,  and  it  was  not  until  midnight  that  the 
Egyptians  finally  withdrew. 

Significance:  The  Israelis  had  taken  Rafah,  a  key  Egyptian  forward 
position  controlling  one  of  the  two  strategic  routes  across  the  Sinai.  The 
Israelis  were  able  to  continue  their  advance  to  El  Arish  that  afternoon. 

The  ease  of  the  Israeli  victory  enabled  than  to  transfer  a  full  brigade  to 
Jerusalem. 

Sources :  X.l;  X.2. 
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Bir  Lahfan,  S/6  June  1967 

On  5  June  General  Avraham  Yoffe's  division  was  advancing  across 
the  trackless  and  undefended  desert  between  Generals  Tal  and  Sharon. 


One  of  Yoffe's  brigades,  conmanded  by  Golonel  Isska  Shadni,  was  headed 
west  to  the  junction  of  Bir  Lahfan.  The  other  brigade  moved  southwest 
across  the  desert  track  just  north  of  Sharon's  division.  The  two 
brigades  were  expected  to  meet  near  Jebel  Libni  late  on  6  June, 
combine  with  elements  of  both  Tal's  and  Sharon's  divisions,  and  wage 
a  major  battle  for  the  central  Sinai. 

Shadni 's  brigade  soon  encountered  Egyptian  minefields  along 
unmarked  routes  traditionally  used  by  the  local  Bedouin  which  further 
slowed  the  advance  over  difficult  terrain.  It  was  therefore  almost 


dark  when  Shadni 's  brigade  reached  the  vicinity  of  Lahfan,  after  an 
advance  of  about  eight  kilometers.  He  waited  until  dark  and  then 
moved  around  the  small  Egyptian  force  entrenched  around  the  road  junction. 
Before  midnight  the  brigade  was  in  blocking  positions  across  the  three 
intersecting  roads;  north  to  El  Arish,  southwest  to  Jebel  Libni, 
and  southeast  to  Abu  Ageila. 

Meanwhile,  two  Egyptian  brigades  sent  northeast  from  Jebel  Libni 
along  the  road  through  Bir  Lahfan,  struck  Shadni 's  roadblock  southwest 
of  Bir  Lahfan  at  about  2100,  precipitating  an  all-night  engagement. 

Soon  after  dawn,  Gonen's  brigade,  spearheading  Tal's  advance  toward 
Jebel -Libni,  overran  an  Egyptian  outpost  midway  between  EL  Arish  and 
Bir  Lahfan.  Informed  of  the  major  battle  taking  place  southwest  of  Bir 
Lahfan,  Gonen,  after  establishing  radio  contact  with  Shadni,  sent  his 
mechanized  infantry  smashing  through  the  Bir  Lahfan  position  to  support 
Shadni.  With  his  available  tank  battalions,  Gonen  turned  right  into 
the  desert,  to  envelop  the  Egyptian  west  flank.  The  Egyptians  then 
withdrew. 


Significance;  The  Egyptian  withdrawal  from  Bir  Lahfan  enabled 
Shadni  and  Gonen  to  advance  to  Jebel  Libni  in  pursuit  of  the  fleeing 
Egyptians.  Shadni 's  successful  road  block  near  Bir  Lahfan  is  an  excellent 
illustration  of  the  use  of  tactical  defense  to  accomplish  an  offensive 
strategic  objective. 

Source:  X.l;  X.2. 
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Abu  Ageila-Un  Katef.  S/6  June  1967 

At  the  Abu  Ageila  crossroad  one  road  linked  El  Arish  with  the  Gulf 
of  Aqaba,  while  the  other  ran  southwest  to  Ismailia  on  the  west  bank 
of  the  Suez  Canal.  Control  of  the  intersection  was  essential  to  the 
advance  of  Israeli  infantry  and  logistical  support  units.  Guarding 
the  approach  to  this  crossroads,  including  Un  Katef,  ten  kilometers  to 
the  east,  was  a  formidable  fortification  system.  It  fell  to  Brigadier  General 
Ariel  Sharon's  combined  arms  division  to  attack  this  stronghold.  Sharon 
crossed  the  frontier  at  081S  on  5  June.  By  1500  hours  the  division 
had  defeated  Egyptians  conducting  a  delaying  operation  and  had  blocked 
the  highly  northwest  of  Abu  Ageila  to  prevent  reinforcements  from 
coming  from  Bir  Lahfan.  The  attack  began  at  dusk,  then  a  paratroop 
battalion  landed  in  the  Egyptian  rear  to  neutralize  the  Egyptian 
artillery,  while  the  Israeli  artillery  hammered  the  Egyptian  front.  The 
paratroopers  destroyed  ammunition  and  vehicles  and  drove  the  Egyptian 
crews  from  their  guns,  then  withdrew.  Meanwhile  a  battalion  of  tanks, 
going  through  sand  the  Egyptians  assumed  was  impassable,  enveloped  the  Egyptian 
left  and  struck  a  secondary  outpost  from  the  rear.  Overrunning  this  position, 
it  continued  south  toward  the  main  Egyptian  positions  in  order  to  help  repulse 
any  counterattack.  A  second  tank  battalion  launched  a  frontal  pinning  attack, 
then  disengaged  to  envelop  the  Egyptian  left  and  provide  suppressive 
overhead  fire  for  three  battalions  of  infantry  who,  in  the  main  effort, 
attacked  the  Egyptian  flank  at  2300  hours.  The  infantry  then  assaulted 
the  triple  line  of  trenches,  destroying  the  defenders.  When  the 
anticipated  Egyptian  armored  counterattack  developed,  the  two  Israeli 
tank  battalions  coordinated  their  attacks  and  destroyed  over  half  of 
the  Egyptian  tanks. 

Significance:  The  Egyptians  were  forced  to  withdraw  by  dawn.  The 
Israelis  had  taken  a  key  strategic  point  in  the  Sinai.  Sharon's  attack 
on  Abu  Ageila  is  a  textbook  example  of  a  combined  arms  night  attack. 

Having  studied  how  to  reduce  Abu  Ageila  for  eleven  years,  the  Israeli 

attack  demonstrates  the  importance  of  tactical  planning  exercises  in 
modern  staff  colleges.  Critical  was  the  surprise  achieved  by  making  this 

main  effort  against  the  Egyptian  left  flank  through  sand  that  the  Egyptians 
assumed  was  impassable  to  vehicles. 

Sources :  X.l;  X.2;  X.5. 
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THE  1967  ARAB -ISRAELI  WAR  (SINAI  FRONT) 

HI  Arish,  S/6  June  1967 

While  one  column  of  his  brigade  was  still  fighting  at  Rafah,  Colonel 

Shmuel  Gonen  ordered  Colonel  Barch  Harel  to  take  the  rest  of 

the  armored  brigade  and  move  on  Jiradi  and  El  Arish.  After  a  successful 

assault  on  Jiradi,  Harel  left  a  reconnaissance  conpany  there  and  advanced 
against  the  El  Arish  stronghold.  Egyptians  retreating  from  Rafah  overran 
the  Israeli  reconnaissance  company  and  by  the  tune  Gonen  arrived  with 
his  battalion  at  Jiradi,  he  had  to  retake  it.  Harel  was  already  fighting 
at  El  Arish.  By  0500  his  tanks  had  been  refueled,  and  Gonen  attacked  the  town. 
After  several  hours  of  fighting  El  Arish  was  in  Israeli  hands. 

Significance:  The  fall  of  El  Arish  gave  the  Israelis  control  of 
the  coastal  road,  one  of  the  two  strategic  routes  to  the  Suez  Canal. 

Sources:  X.l;  X.2. 
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Jebel  Libni.  6  June 

On  6  June  the  Israelis  continued  to  advance  in  accordance  with  their 
plan.  The  Egyptian  forces  were  retreating  westward,  in  accordance  with  an 
order  of  the  Egyptian  Chief  of  Staff,  unaware  that  it  had  been  rescinded. 

Late  ir.  the  afternoon  the  recramaissance  unit  of  Colonel  Shadni's  brigade, 
approaching  Jebel  Ubni  from  Bir  Lahfan,  readied  the  minefields  in  front  of 
the  Jebel  Libni  defensive  position,  and  came  under  long-range  tank  fire. 
Quickly  Shadni  and  Gonen  --  whose  brigade  followed  Shadni’s  --  deployed 
their  brigades  for  action  and  frontally  attacked  the  Egyptian  fortified  canp. 
They  were  joined  an  the  left  by  one  of  Yoffe’s  brigades,  companded  by 
Colonel  Elhanen  Sela,  who  had  just  arrived  from  near  Abu  Ageila. 

The  battle  for  the  Jebel  Libni  canp  began  at  dusk  and  continued  on  into 
the  night.  Actually  the  Israelis  were  engaged  by  only  the  Egyptian  rearguard, 
since  the  main  body  of  the  division  was  already  moving  down  the  road  toward 
Bir  Gifgafa  and  Ismailia.  In  their  desperate  defense  the  Egyptians  lost  32 
tanks .  Finally  under  cover  of  darkness  they  withdrew  westward  toward  Bir 
Hamna.  The  three  Israeli  brigade  conmanders  decided  to  let  their  units, 
exhausted  from  two  days  of  inarching  and  fighting,  rest  and  regroup  until 
dawn. 

Significance :  This  is  one  of  those  interesting  anomalies  of  military 
history,  a  battle  in  which  both  sides  accomplished  their  assigned  mission. 

That  of  the  Israelis  had  been  to  defeat  the  Egyptians  at  Jebel  Libni,  and 
capture  the  fortified  camps  and  airfield  there;  the  mission  of  the  Egyptian 
rearguard  had  been  to  delay  the  Israelis  for  several  hours,  in  order  to  permit 
the  main  body  of  the  division  to  escape.  Both  sides  could,  and  did,  claim 
succejs. 

Source:  X.l;  X.2. 
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The  Gaza  Strip,  extending  northeast  from  the  vicinity  of  Rafah  to  just 
north  of  Gaza,  was  heavily  fortified  and  defended  by  the  20th  PLA  Division 
and  several  thousand  armed  civilians.  A  combined  arms  Israeli  task  force 
under  the  command  of  Colonel  Yehuda  Reshef  had  the  task  of  seizing  and 
occupying  it.  Colonel  Rafael  Ei tan's  para troop  brigade  was  to  join  Reshef 
when  Rafah  was  secure. 

On  the  morning  of  S  June  all  but  one  battalion  of  Reshef' s  comnand 
followed  Colonel  Shmuel  Gonen  through  Khan  Yunis  and  turned  north,  clearing 
minefields  and  overrunning  several  small  outposts.  They  then  attacked  and 
captured  El  Kuba  and  Ali  Ntmtar  in  a  hard  fight  that  lasted  until  dark.  During 
the  night  Eitan's  brigade,  supported  by  a  tank  company  joined  Reshef' s  force 
south  of  Gaza.  At  dawn  on  6  June  an  all-out  assault  on  positions  in  and 
around  Gaza  was  heralded  by  a  strike  by  Israeli  aircraft.  The  assault  was 
launched  from  the  south,  spearheaded  by  the  light  tank  battalions,  closely 
followed  by  paratroopers  and  an  infantry  battalion.  The  rest  of  the  Israeli 
infantry  closed  in  from  the  east  and  north.  By  noon,  after  severe  street 
fighting,  most  of  the  town  was  in  Israeli  hands,  and  shortly  thereafter  the 
Egyptians  surrendered.  Eitan's  paratroopers  then  tried  to  clear  out  the 
town  of  Khan  Yunis ;  which  had  been  bypassed  earlier,  but  abandoned  the 
attempt  in  the  face  of  intense  resistance.  The  following  day,  however,  a 
second  attack  encountered  little  resistance,  and  the  defenders,  with  no 
hope  of  reinforcement,  surrendered. 

Significance :  The  capitulation  at  Gaza  on  6  June,  and  of  Khan 
Yunis  the  following  morning,  brought  an  end  to  Arab  resistance  in  western 
Palestine . 

Source:  X.l;  X. 2. 


THE  1967  ARAB- ISRAELI  WAR  (SINAI  FRONT) 


Bir  Hassna-Bir  el  Thamada,  7  June  1967 

At  0400  on  7  June  in  accordance  with  the  plan  to  pursue,  overtake,  and  block 
the  Egyptian  retreat,  General  Yoffe’s  division  struck  southwest  from  Jebel  Libni 
toward  Bir  Hassna.  The  objective  was  to  block  the  Egyptians  withdrawal  through  both 
the  Giddi  and  Mitla  passes.  Spearheading  the  advance.  Colonel  Shadni's 
brigade  arrived  at  Bir  Hassna  shortly  after  dawn  and  encountered  the 
Egyptian  rear  guard,  deployed  to  take  advantage  of  the  existing 
fortifications.  While  one  battalion  attacked  the  fortifications  Shadni 
sent  his  other  two  battalions  to  the  Bir  el  Thamada  road  southwest  of 
Bir  Hassna.  By  0900  the  Egyptian  positions  at  Bir  Hassna  had  been 
overrun,  and  Shadni's  third  battalion  continued  down  the  road  after 
the  other  two  battalions,  leaving  one  brigade  to  mop  up  the  various 
outposts  around  Bir  Hassna. 

At  Bir  el  Thamada  --  now  complete  evacuated  by  the  Egyptians  --  Shadni  divided 
his  forces.  He  sent  one  battalion  northwest  to  block  the  Giddi  Pass;  and 
with  the  other  battalion  he  went  southwest  toward  the  Mitla  Pass.  The 
first  battalion  had  a  relatively  uneventful  time.  Some  Egyptian 
stragglers  were  pushed  aside  or  overrun,  and  the  battalion  had  little 
trouble  in  reaching  the  Giddi  Pass.  There  it  established  a  roadblock, 
and  held  off  a  number  of  scattered  Egyptian  units  that 
tried  to  get  through  during  the  late  afternoon  and  evening. 

Significance:  One  key  route  of  the  Egyptian  withdrawal  was  blocked; 
it  remained  for  Shadni's  other  battalion  to  block  the  retreat  of 
the  Egyptians  at  the  Mitla  Pass. 

Source:  X.l;  X.2. 
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THE  1967  ARAB- ISRAELI  WAR  (SINAI  FRONT) 

Mitla  Pass.  7  June  1967 

Most  of  the  withdrawing  units  of  the  Egyptian  3d  and  6th  Infantry 
divisions,  an  armored  task  force,  and  some  elements  of  the  4th  Armored 
Division,  all  converged  on  the  road  between  Bir  el  Ihaaada  and  the 
Mitla  Pass  as  Israeli  Colonel  Isska  Shadni's  tank  battalion  hurried 
southwest  from  Bir  el  Thamada  to  the  eastern  entrance  to  the  pass. 

Shadni's  tanks  were  running  out  of  fuel,  and  by  the  time  he  reached 
his  objective,  at  1800  hours,  he  had  only  nine  tanks,  four  of  which 
were  towed  the  last  few  kilometers,  and  a  few  APCs,  with  infantry 
and  mortars.  With  these  he  set  up  an  ambush  at  the  eastern  entrance 
to  the  pass. 

As  the  Egyptian  forces  converged  at  the  approach  to  the  pass, 

Israeli  aircraft  strafed  and  bombed  with  high  explosives,  rockets, 
and  napalm,  and  Shadni's  small  force  attacked  them,  so  that  the  passage 
was  blocked  with  burned  vehicles  and  an  enormous  traffic  jam.  The 
desperate  Egyptians  surrounded  Shadni's  unit,  and  Shadni  called  for 
help.  Colonel  Elhanen  Sela's  brigade  was  sent  hurrying  to  his  relief. 

En  route,  one  company  of  Israeli  tanks  became  intermingled  with  some 
Egyptian  tanks  in  the  darkness.  The  Israeli  commander  by  radio  ordered  his 
tanks  to  leave  the  road  in  unison,  turn  on  their  searchlights,  and  fire 
on  whatever  remained  on  the  road.  Thus  an  Egyptian  tank  battalion  was 
destroyed. 

It  was  late  morning  before  Sela  reached  the  pass.  By  that  time, 
the  Egyptians,  aware  of  his  approach,  had  abandoned  their  vehicles 
and  set  off  on  foot  through  the  hills  and  the  desert. 

Significance:  The  Egyptians  lost  about  100  tanks,  and  the  combat 

efficiency  of  the  6th  Infantry, Division,  and  part  of  the  3d,  was  effecr 
tively  destroyed. 

Source:  X.l;  X.2. 
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THE  1967  ARAB -ISRAELI  WAR  CSINAI  FRONT) 

Bir  Hamna-Bir  Gifgafa,  7  June  1967 

In  an  attest  to  interdict  the  pellmell  rush  of  the  Egyptian  Army 
for  the  Suez  Canal  General  Tal  sent  Colonel  Gonen's  brigade  west  on  the 
central  axis  to  block  the  road  to  Ismailia.  At  Bir  Hamna  the  Israeli 
tanks  hit  the  rear  guard  of  the  3d  Infantry  Division,  and  an  infantry 
brigade  with  some  supporting  tanks.  After  a  brief  fight,  the  position 
was  taken;  the  Egyptians,  having  accomplished  their  delaying  mission, 
withdrew  westward.  During  the  course  of  the  engagement  Colonel 
Menachem  Aviram's  brigade  had  moved  along  the  road  past  Gonen's  force 
and  become  the  spearhead.  Aviram's  tank  units  soon  became  involved 
in  a  running  battle  with  the  Egyptian  units  retreating  from  Bir  Hanma. 
Pushing  these  Egyptians  aside,  the  Israeli  tankers  continued  their 
headlong  drive  westward  on  the  road  toward  Bir  Gifgafa,  encountering 
more  retreating  Egyptian  units  as  they  went.  The  Israelis  went 
around  the  Egyptians,  drove  them  off  the  road,  or  pushed  through  them 
in  a  series  of  running  battles.  By  early  afternoon,  Aviram's  brigade 
had  reached  the  read  junction  north  of  Bir  Gifgafa.  He  sent  his  AMX 
battalion  to  the  west  to  take  a  defensive  position  in  the  hills  just 
beyond  Bir  Gifgafa,  blocking  the  road  from  Ismailia.  His  tank  battalion 
and  motorized  infantry  battalion  moved  just  south  of  the  road  junction 
tor  block  the  road  to  Bir  el  Thamada. 

Meanwhile,  Gonen's  brigade  had  quickly  regrouped  and  had  moved 
close  behind  Aviram.  Approaching  the  Bir  Gifgafa  road  junction,  Gonen 
swung  to  the  south,  hoping  to  encircle  part  or  all  of  the  Egyptian  4th 
Armored  Division,  which  had  been  concentrated  in  the  Bir  Gifgafa  area. 

Significance:  The  plan  to  cut  off  the  Egyptian  retreat  was  a  good 
one  but  the  results  were  disappointing.  One  Egyptian  armored  brigade 
was  caught  and  quickly  destroyed  by  Aviram's  battalion  of  Sherman  tanks. 
Otherwise,  except  for  a  number  of  stragglers,  the  trap  in  Tal's  sector 
was  empty.  Most  of  the  4th  Armored  Division  was  already  west  of  the 
encirclements,  and  some  of  its  elements  were  crossing  the  Suez  Canal. 
X.l;  X.2. 


TOE  1967  ARAB- ISRAELI  WAR  CSINA1  FRONT) 


Nakhl.  8  June  1967 

Following  the  Egyptian  collapse  on  6  June,  it  was  General  Ariel 
Sharon's  mission  to  pursue  the  fleeing  Egyptians  and  drive  them  into 
Israeli  roadblocks  at  the  key  passes.  Sharon's  force  moved  slowly 
southwest  toward  Nakhl,  hampered  by  terrain  and  minefields.  Near  dawn 
on  8  June  his  leading  elements  captured  an  entire  brigade  of  abandoned 
JS-3  self-propelled  guns.  As  Sharon  approached  Nakhl  in  mid-morning 
of  8  June,  he  learned  by  radio  from  Colonel  Albert  Mendler  that  he  had 
just  taken  Thamad,  and  that  the  Egyptian  force  there,  apparently  an  infantry 
brigade  and  an  attached  tank  brigade  from  the  Egyptian  6th  Division, 
was  withdrawing  toward  Nakhl.  One  tank  battalion  of  Mendler 's  brigade 
was  following  closely  and  harassing  the  Egyptian  rear  guard. 

Sharon's  tank  brigade  reached  Nakhl  a  few  minutes  before  his 
patrols  sighted  the  head  of  the  Egyptian  colunn  retreating  from  Thamad. 
Quickly  Sharon  put  his  two  tank  battalions  into  ambush  positions  just 
east  of  Nakhl,  and  soon  a  furious  battle  was  raging.  Sharon  himself 
took  a  mechanized  infantry  battalion  and  swung  south  to  hit  the  middle 
of  the  Egyptian  column,  about  15  kilometers  east  of  Nakhl.  The  double  envel¬ 
opment  destroyed  the  fighting  capacity  of  the  Egyptian  unit. 

Significance;  In  four  and  a  half  hours  of  fighting  Sharon's 
force  and  Mendler 's  battalion  destroyed  approximately  60  Egyptian  tanks, 
about  100  guns,  and  more  than  300  vehicles.  Several  hundred  Egyptians 
were  killed  or  wounded,  and  the  rest,  at  least  5,000  men,  dispersed  in 
the  hills  and  wadis  south  of  the  road. 

Source;  X.l;  X.2. 
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THE  1967  ARAB- ISRAELI  WAR  (SINAI  FRONT) 

Bir  Gifgafa  II,  8  June  1967 

Although  the  Egyptian  4th  Armored  Division  was  already  returning 
to  the  Suez  Canal  by  8  June,  an  armored  brigade  at  the  Canal  was  ordered  to 
reinforce  it  near  Bir  Gifgafa.  Shortly  before  midnight  the  brigade 
unexpectedly  ran  into  the  AMX-13  tank  battalion  of  Israeli  Colonel 
Menachem  Aviram's  brigade,  blocking  the  road  northwest  of  Bir  Gifgafa. 

The  Israelis  had  positioned  their  tanks  in  a  semicircle  facing 
west,  with  their  fuel,  anmmition,  and  supplies  on  halftracks  in  the 
center  rear.  They  had  the  advantage  of  a  readied  defensive  position, 
but  they  had  only  30  light  tanks.  The  Egyptian  force  had  between  50 
arid  60  T- 54  and  T-55  tanks  with  lOOtom  high  velocity  guns.  The  7Sran 
guns  of  the  AMX-13s  could  penetrate  them  only  at  very  short  range. 

The  Egyptians  attacked  and  soon  scored  a  direct  hit  on  an  Israeli 
halftrack  loaded  with  ammunition,  resulting  in  a  vehicle  explosion.  A  chain 
reaction  destroyed  seven  more  halftracks  and  one  tank.  Shortly  after¬ 
ward  two  AMXs  were  destroyed  by  direct  hits.  After  a  desperate  two- 
hour  defense,  the  Israeli  battalion  began  to  withdraw.  But  at  this 
moment  a  battalion  of  Colonel  Sbmuel  Gonen's  Centurions  arrived  to 
support  the  hard-pressed  AMXs.  The  Egyptians,  who  had  believed  themselves 
victorious,  were  now  suddenly  surprised  to  find  themselves  enveloped  by 
a  force  of  medium  tanks.  In  a  few  minutes  ten  Egyptian  T-54's  and  T-55's 
were  destroyed.  The  remainder  withdrew  in  confusion  toward  the  Canal. 

Significance:  The  Israeli  repulse  of  the  Egyptian  armored  brigade 
at  Bir  Gifgafa  marked  an  end  to  the  only  Egyptian  counterattack  launched 
from  beyond  the  Suez  in  the  course  of  the  Six  Day  War. 

Source:  X.l;  X.2. 
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1967  ARAB- ISRAELI  WAR  (GOLAN  FRONT) 

Tel  Fahar -Banias t  9  June  1967 

After  the  success  against  Egyptian  and  Syrian  forces  in  early  June 
1967,  the  Israelis  planned  to  attack  and  seize  Syrian  positions  on  the 
Golan  Heights.  On  the  basis  of  long  prepared  plans.  Brigadier  General 
David  ELazar,  commanding  the  Israeli  Northern  Command,  decided  that  the 
main  effort  should  take  place  in  the  Tel  Azaziyat-Kala-Zaoura  area  of 
the  northern  Golan  Heights.  The  Golani  Brigade ,  part  of  the  division- 
size  task  force  making  the  main  attack,  was  to  strike  the  Syrian  fort¬ 
ifications  at  Tel  Azaziyat  and  then  drive  eastward  against  Syrian 
positions  on  the  heights  of  Tel  Fahar.  Such  a  drive,  if  successful, 
would  help  open  the  old  road  through  Banias,  at  the  foot  of  Mount 
Herraon,  and  permit  an  armored  advance  through  Masa’ada  toward  Kuneitra 
from  the  north. 

At  1130  on  9  June,  the  Golani  Brigade  jumped  off  from  the  vicinity 
of  Dan,  advancing  in  two  columns,  each  preceded  by  tanks  of  the  attached 
armored  battalion.  One  of  these  columns  took  the  old  road  toward  Banias; 
the  other  went  across  country,  between  the  Syrian  positions  of  Tel 
Azaziyat  and  Tel  Fahar.  Tel  Azaziyat  was  bypassed,  and  the  two  principal 
columns  of  the  brigade  converged  on  Tel  Fahar.  This  Syrian  position  was 
surrounded  by  three  double-apron  barbed  wire  fences  protected  by  mine¬ 
fields  and  consisted  of  a  number  of  trenches,  machine  gun  and  antitank 
positions,  and  dugouts.  It  was  not  until  after  three  hours  of  close 
combat  in  and  around  the  trenches  that  the  Israelis  finally  cleared  this 
key  fortification.  The  defenders  of  bypassed  Tel  Azaziyat,  exposed  to 
fire  from  their  right  rear,  withdrew  at  dark,  and  the  Golani  Brigade 
soon  occupied  this  height  as  well.  Patrols  were  pushed  furtbei  up  the 
height,  and  by  midnight  the  Israelis  had  secured  positions  at  the  top  of 
the  first  crest,  having  achieved  their  first  day’s  objective. 

In  the  late  afternoon  on  9  June,  the  Syrians  were  withdrawing  all 
along  the  western  edge  of  the  Golan  Heights.  The  Golani  Bridge’s  success 
had  in  part  contributed  to  the  forcing  of  this  withdrawal  and  had  helped 
pave  the  way  for  an  advance  to  Kuneitra.  The  Israelis  were  unaware  that  their 
success  had  been  facilitated  by  a  general  withdrawal  order  from  Damascus, 
while  the  Syrians  were  seeking  a  cease-fire  of  the  U.N. 
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1967  ARAB -ISRAELI  WAR  (GOLAN  HEIGHTS 
Tel  Fahar  -Banias .  9  June  1967 
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Significance:  The  Golani  Brigade  took  the  high  ground  around  Tel 
Azaziyat  and  Tel  Fahar,  accomplishing  their  first  day's  mission  and 
securing  ground  important  for  the  continuation  of  the  Israeli  offensive. 
Sources:  X.l;  X.2;  X.4. 


•S*v«**; 


V.  *A  .", 


";T^T».TCr^^^.>:3LVATt  \'/ iT*  ^y^., *  \%  *i’j-  *  - 


l 


I 


E 

g 

I 

(:. 


TOE  1967  ARAB- ISRAELI  WAR  (GOLAN  FRONT) 

JBariaafcu  3/10  Juas  126Z 

In  June  1967,  the  Israelis  planned  a  secondary  attack  on  the  Golan 
Heights  against  the  Syrian  strongholds  of  Darbashiya,  Dardara,  and 
Jalabina,  northeast  of  the  Sea  of  Galilee.  These  positions  were  to  be 
attacked  and  captured  to  break  through  the  Syrian  defenses  into  the 
central  Golan  Heights. 

On  9  June,  while  the  efforts  of  the  main  Israeli  attack  force 
met  success  along  the  northern  part  of  the  Syrian- Israeli  border,  the 
infantry  brigades  of  Colonel  Bnanuel  Shehed  and  Colonel  Yehuda  Gavish 
carried  out  their  assigned  missions,  taking  the  Syrian  positions  at 
Darbashiya,  Jalabina,  and  Dardara.  Soon  after  nightfall  Colonel  Uri 
Ram's  armored  brigade,  which  had  moved  up  from  Jordan,  junped  off  from 
the  vicinity  of  Gonen,  north  of  Darbashiya,  and  pushed  its  way  up  a 
winding  mountain  road  to  seize  the  village  of  Rawiyeh  on  the  Trans- 

Arabian  Pipeline  against  moderate  resistance.  There  was  little  firing 
between  midnight  and  dawn,  and  the  Israeli  units  regrouped,  rested,  and 
prepared  to  continue  the  advance  the  following  day.  The  Syrian  troops  withdrew 

Significance:  In  conjunction  with  Israeli  advances  against  Syrian 
positions  all  along  the  Golan  Heights,  the  Ram  Brigade's  success 
contributed  to  the  collapse  of  the  Syrian  defensive  line,  causing  the 
Syrian  forces  to  continue  to  withdraw  hastily  to  the  east. 

Sources:  x.l:  X.2:  X.4. 
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THE  1967  ARAB- ISRAELI  WAR  (GOLAN  FRONT) 

Zaoura -Kala.  9  June  1967 

Late  on  7  June,  after  a  ceasefire  on  the  Jordanian  front  had  taken 
effect,  Brigadier  General  David  ELazar,  chief  of  the  Israeli  Northern 
Oonmand,  received  pexmission  to  attack  the  Golan  Heights.  On  8  June, 
the  Israeli  air  force  softened  up  the  Syrian  Golan  defenses.  On  9  June, 
after  the  Syrians  had  accpeted  the  United  Nations'  ceasefire  call  of  the 
previous  day,  the  Israelis  attacked. 

The  main  breakthrough  attempt  was  to  be  made  in  the  Tel  Azaziyat- 
Kala-Zaoura  area  of  the  northern  Golan  Heights  by  a  division-size  task 
force.  Leading  the  assaulting  forces  was  an  armored  brigade  under  Colonel 
Albert  Mendler,  whose  mission  was  to  attack  over  extremely  rugged  terrain 
north  and  east  of  Kfar  Szold,  seize  high  ground  along  a  ridge  inside  the 
Syrian  border,  and  gain  ground  to  facilitate  further  advances  eastward. 
Disposed  facing  the  axis  of  the  Israeli  attack,  and  much  dispersed  over 
the  rugged  terrain  through  which  the  initial  attack  was  to  be  made,  was 
the  Syrian  11th  Infantry  Brigade  (reinforced  by  tanks) . 

At  1130,  Mendler's  brigade,  reinforced  by  several  companies  of  APC- 
mounted  troops  from  the  Golani  Brigade,  attacked,  led  by  an  engineer 
detachment  and  eight  unaxmored  bulldozers,  three  of  which  were  soon  lost 
to  fire  from  dug-in  Syrian  tanks.  Unfamiliar  with  the  Golan  road  net, 
the  leading  tank  battalion  took  a  wrong  turn  at  a  road  junction  along  a 
mountain  track  and  headed  east  to  Kala  instead  of  northeast  at  Zaoura. 

When  the  Israelis  reached  the  fortified  defenses  at  Kala,  the  mistake  was 
discovered,  but  since  the  brigade  had  already  secured  the  high  ground, 
it  was  easily  remedied  by  sending  one  battalion  north  to  Zaoura.  There, 
the  Israelis  quickly  overcame  the  defenses  and  then  turned  south  to 
envelop  the  Kala  positions  that  still  resisted  Mendler's  leading  battalion. 
Faced  with  the  possibility  of  encirclement,  the  Syrian  defenders  evacuated 
Kala  after  dark. 


Significance:  Due  in  part  to  the  navigational  error,  elements  of 
Mendler's  brigade  reached  positions  that  the  Israelis  had  not  expected 
to  take  until  the  next  day.  The  initial  attack  had  advanced  rapidly  over 
formidable  terrain,  and  Mendler's  troops  were  in  excellent  position  to 
continue  the  drive  to  the  east. 

Sources:  X.l;  X.2;  X.4. 
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TOE  ARAB- ISRAELI  WAR,  JORDAN,  1968 
Kerama,  21  March  1968 

A  major  but  isolated  engagement  of  the  Arab- Israeli  War  occurred  at 
Kerama,  Jordan,  on  21  March  1968.  Kerama,  located  on  the  east  bank  of  the 
Jordan  River,  was  a  base  of  the  Palestinian  fedayeen,  who  frequently  clashed 
with  Israeli  troops  along  the  river  and  on  roads  into  the  Israeli-occupied  West 
Bank  region.  In  mid-March  the  Israelis  began  to  build  up  opposite  Kerama, 
preparing  for  a  punitive  strike  at  the  Palestinian  canp.  The  Israeli  build¬ 
up  was  detected  by  observers  of  the  Jordanian  Army,  and  the  Jordanian  1st 
Infantry  Division,  stationed  east  of  the  Jordan  between  Damiya  and  the  Dead 
Sea,  prepared  to  defend  the  Jordan  Valley  near  Kerama. 

the  Israeli  attack  was  made  by  a  division-sized  combined  aims  task 
force  commanded  by  Brigadier  General  Schmuel  Gonen.  Gonen's  force  was 
divided  into  three  task  groups  for  the  attack,  one  each  for  the  Damiya, 

Hussein,  and  Abdullah  bridges.  The  main  effort,  however,  was  at  the  Hussein 
bridge.  In  addition,  a  battalion  of  paratroopers  was  to  be  landed  northeast 
of  Kerama.  To  divert  attention  from  Gonen's  attack  an  Israeli  armored 
battalion  was  to  make  a  demonstration  south  of  the  Dead  Sea  along  the  axis 
Sedom-Safi. 

The  attack  began  at  0530  hours  on  21  March  1968,  without  an  artillery 
preparation.  The  Jordanian  1st  Infantry  Division  resisted  the  main  Israeli 
attacks  from  prepared  positions  at  the  three  Jordan  River  bridges.  Each 
bridge  was  covered  by  one  brigade  of  infantry  reinforced  by  a  tank  company. 

The  division  had  a  small  mobile  reserve  south  of  Es  Salt  and  deployed  an 
infantry  company  and  a  tank  platoon  at  Kerama  to  support  the  500  fedayeen 
there. 

The  northernmost  of  the  three  Israeli  columns  successfully  forded  the 
Jordan  south  of  the  Damiya  Bridge  and  established  a  small  bridgehead  but 
was  unable  to  advance  southward  from  Musri  to  Kerama.  The  central  column, 
commanded  by  General  Gonen,  crossed  the  Hussein  Bridge  and  drove  on  Kerama, 
which  was  captured  after  a  stiff  fight.  The  fedayeen  camp  was  levelled. 

The  Abdullah  Bridge  task  group  failed  to  obtain  a  foothold  east  of  the 
Jordan,  and  the  demonstration  south  of  the  Dead  Sea  was  repulsed.  It 
should  be  noted,  however,  that  the  three  diversionary  Israeli  thrusts  all 
accomplished  their  missions  . 


Significance:  Both  sides,  with  some  justification,  claimed  victory  in 
this  engagement.  The  Israelis  claimed  that  by  destroying  Kerama  they*  had 
accomplished  their  mission.  The  Jordanians  and  the  fedayeen,  who  had  fought 
fiercely,  asserted  that  they  had  repulsed  an  Israeli  operation  designed  to 
establish  a  permanent  east  bank  bridgehead.  Fedayeen  recruiting  efforts 
benefitted  greatly  as  a  result  of  propaganda  concerning  the  defense  of  the 
Kerama  camp,  and  the  fedayeen  military  organization  subsequently  expanded 
to  the  point  that  it  rivalled  that  of  the  Jordanian  Army.  Nonetheless, 
the  main  fedayr^en  camps  were  moved  further  eastward  where  they  were  less 
vulnerable  to  the  Israelis. 

Sources:  X.2. 
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10  tank  guns. 
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IDENTIFICATION 
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THE  1973  ARAB- ISRAELI  WAR  (SUEZ  FRONT) 


Suez  Canal  Assault  North,  6  October  1973 

At  1405,  6  October  1973,  under  cover  of  an  artillery  barrage  of 
approximately  2400  Egyptian  weapons  on  the  west  bank  of  the  Suez  Canal, 
elements  of  the  Egyptian  Second  Army  began  to  cross  the  canal  in  rubber 
assault  boats.  The  units  involved  were  from  the  18th,  2d,  and  16th  Infantry 
Divisions  with  their  attached  armored  brigades.  The  artillery  support  came 
from  the  division  artillery  of  these  units  plus  the  remaining  Second  Army 
divisions  (a  mechanized  and  an  armored  division)  as  well  as  the  Second 
Army  artillery,  and  about  100  tanks  in  firing  positions  on  a  sand  embankment 
on  the  west  bank  of  the  Canal. 

The  Israeli  units  manning  the  Bar  Lev  Line  and  the  remaining  Israeli 
units  of  the  Southern  Command  were  taken  by  surprise.  The  Israeli  troops 
involved  were  from  the  Israeli  252d  Armored  Division,  an  Israeli  Regular 
Army  unit  assigned  to  this  area.  Elements  of  an  infantry  battalion  manned 
the  Bar  Lev  Line  strongholds  north  of  the  Great  Bitter  Lake,  and  one  armored 
brigade  was  in  support  positions  a  few  thousand  meters  east  of  the  Canal. 

The  Egyptian  troops  in  the  first  wave  did  not  stop  to  attack  the  Bar 
Ley  bunkers  but  deployed  to  preassigned  blocking  positions  about  1,000  meters 
past  the  embankment.  The  units  armed  with  single  Sagger  missiles 
launchers  placed  themselves  along  likely  armor  routes  while  the  men  carrying 
Strella  missiles  took  positions  behind  than  to  provide  air  defense.  Successive 
waves  followed,  and  there  was  a  desperate  battle  between  these  Egyptians  and 
the  advancing  Israeli  armored  unit. 

As  the  cross-canal  assaults  began,  the  Egyptian  Air  Force  struck  Israeli 
forward  air  bases,  communications  facilities,  and  front  area  conmand  posts. 
Egyptian  assaults  on  selected  strongholds  of  the  Bar  Lev  line  were  subjected 
to  intense  fire,  and  only  one  stronghold  fell  to  the  first  assault.  Israeli 
tanks  counterattacked  continually  throughout  the  afternoon  and  evening  but 
were  repulsed  by  the  fire  from  Saggers  and  RPG-7  antitank  missile  launchers. 

The  Israeli  frontal  assaults  so  successful  during  the  1967  war  failed;  the 
Israelis  suffered  severe  tank  and  personnel  losses. 
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THE  1973  ARAB- ISRAELI  WAR  fSUEZ  FRONT) 

Suez  Canal  Assault  North.  6  October  1973  (Continued) 

By  2000  the  Egyptian  Second  Army  units  had  advanced  a  distance  of  five 
kilometers.  Meanwhile,  engineers  were  operating  ferries,  cutting  gaps  in 
the  east  bank  sand  embankment,  and  installing  bridges. 

Both  air  forces  were  heavily  engaged  flying  close  air  support  of  the 
ground  units.  The  Egyptian  Su-7s  and  MiG*  17s  flew  104  sorties  while  the 
Israeli  F-4s  and  A-4s  flew  70  sorties.  The  Israeli  air  operations  were 
seriously  inhibited  by  effective  Egyptian  air  defense. 

Significance:  The  Israelis  were  victims  of  cooplete  surprise.  The 
Egyptian  invasion  was  well  planned  and  well  executed.  But  the  Israeli 
prepared  defenses  on  the  Bar  Lev  line  slowed  the  Egyptian  advance. 

Source:  X.2;  X.3. 


At  1405,  6  October  1973,  while  elements  of  the  Egyptian  Second  Army  were 
crossing  the  Suez  Canal  north  of  the  Great  Bitter  Lake,  units  from  the  Egyptian 
Third  Any  were  making  similar  crossings  in  the  south,  as  far  as  the  Gulf  of 
Suez.  (The  description  for  Suez  Canal  Assault  North  is  generally  applicable 
to  this  engagement.)  The  artillery  barrage  supporting  the  Third  Army  crossing 
was  approximately  1600  weapons  on  the  west  bank  of  the  canal.  The  units  of 
the  Third  Army  in  the  assault  were  elements  of  the  7th  and  19th  Infantry 
Divisions  with  their  attached  armored  brigades.  As  in  the  northern  sector. 
Ranger  detachments  were  dropped  by  helicopter,  disrupting  the  flow  of  traffic 
in  the  Israeli  rear.  One  detachment  successfully  blocked., the  Sudr  Pass. 

The  Third  Army  units  had  a  more  difficult  time  breaking  down  the  Israeli 
ramparts  on  the  banks  of  the  canal  in  this  sector  (they  were  hard  packed 
earth,  unlike  the  sand  in  the  north,  and  tides  were  greater) ;  so  they  did 
not  have  their  bridges  in  place  before  the  morning  of  7  October. 

The  Third  Army  included  the  130th  Mechanized  Brigade  (3d  Mechanized 
Division),  a  specially  organized  amphibious  armored  units,  equipped  with  PT-76 
light  tanks.  In  mid-afternoon  this  brigade  "swam"  across  the  Little  Bitter 
Lake  and  pushed  toward  the  Giddi  and  Mitla  Passes.  By  late  afternoon  the 
Egyptians  were  in  sight  of  the  passes,  creating  great  alarm  in  Israeli  rear 
area  units.  A  reserve  Israeli  armored  brigade,  however,  advancing  from  Bir 
Thamada,  attacked  the  Egyptians  with  medium  tanks,  and  the  Egyptians  withdrew 
their  light  tanks  after  suffering  losses.  Two  platoons,  however,  penetrated 
as  far  as  Bir  el  Thamada.  One  of  these  even  shelled  the  air  base  at  Bir  el 


Thamada.  Both  finally  withdrew  on  7  October.  Air  support  on  the  Egyptian 
side  was  104  sorties,  while  the  Israelis  flew  70.  Egyptian  losses  were  350 
personnel  and  20  tanks,  while  the  Israelis  suffered  225  personnel  casualties 
and  42  tanks  lost. 


Significance:  The  Egyptians  achieved  complete  surprise  and  had  a 
sizable  force  across  the  Canal  by  the  end  of  the  day. 


Sources :  X.2;  X.3. 
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At  dusk  on  6  October,  Egyptian  helicopter -bo me  groups  of  Rangers  had 
been  deposited  at  carefully  chosen  points  in  the  Sinai,  ten  to  twenty  kilo¬ 
meters  east  of  the  canal.  These  troops,  anted  with  mines,  demolitions. 

Saggers,  and  RPG-7s,  were  to  set  up  roadblocks  and  ambushes  on  the  four  main 
roads  leading  toward  the  Canal  from  the  east.  Others  attacked  Israeli 
command  and  communications  facilities.  Although  the  results  of  this  Ranger 
effort  were  not  concretely  significant,  they  created  considerable  alarm  in 
Israeli  rear  area  and  slowed  the  rate  of  movement  of  Israeli  reserves  toward 
the  canal. 

IXxring  7  October,  the  bulk  of  the  armor  of  the  18th,  2d,  and  16th  Infantry 
Divisions  had  crossed  to  the  east  bank  and  now  had  a  total  of  about  300  tanks. 
By  the  morning  of  the  7th,  Mendler's  division  had  in  action  less  than  ISO  of 
about  300  tanks  that  he  had  had  on  the  6th;  of  these  about  100  (two  brigades) 
were  in  this  sector.  During  the  fighting  on  the  7th  his  losses  brought  his 
tank  strength  to  a  little  less  than  100  operational  tanks,  about  50  in  this 
sector.  By  this  time  two  tank  brigades  and  a  mechanized  infantry  brigade 
of  Adan's  division  were  moving  toward  the  canal  along  the  northern  axis 
through  El  Arish,  followed  a  few  hours  later  by  an  armored  brigade  of  Sharon's 
division  on  the  central  road  from  Beersheeba.  Ambushes  by  the  Egyptians 
caused  minor  Israeli  losses,  but  delayed  the  movement  westward  of  these  Israeli 
reinforcements. 

Although  the  Egyptian  objective  was  properly  limited,  their  failure  to 
exploit  the  serious  Israeli  disruption,  and  to  advance  several  kilometers 
further,  appears  attributable  to  timidity  at  all  levels  of  command. 

Significance:  In  the  first  day  and  a  half  the  Egyptians  had  established 
sizable  forces  firmly  on  the  east  bank  of  the  canal.  The  Israelis  had  not 
yet  been  able  to  assemble  forces  large  enough  to  halt  the  invasion. 

Sources :  X. 2 ;  X.3. 


TOE  1973  ARAB- ISRAELI  WAR  (SUEZ  FRONT) 


Kantara- Firdan,  8  October  1973 

By  8  October  the  Egyptian  Second  Amy  had  its  three  infantry  divisions 
(18th,  2d,  ami  16th)  with  their  attached  armored  brigades  on  the  east  bank 
of  the  canal,  and  the  18th  Division  had  captured  and  occupied  Kantara.  The 
Israelis  had  two  divisions,  Aden's  and  Sharon's,  consisting  of  six  armored 
brigades.  (An  additional  mechanized  infantry  brigade,  under  Aden's  coanand, 
was  occupied  with  the  defense  of  the  marshy  area  north  of  Kantara  to  the 
Mediterranean.)  The  boundary  between  Aden's  and  Sharon's  divisions  was  a 
line  running  eastward  from  the  canal  near  Firdan. 

Shortly  after  0800  Adan's  division,  in  ccmpliance  with  controversial 
and  apparently  confusing  orders  from  Major  General  Shmuml  Gonen,  GOC  Southern 
Command,  initiated  a  series  of  agressive  probes  toward  the  canal,  with  the 
objective  of  seizing  an  Egyptian  bridge  if  possible.  In  compliance  with  the 
debatable  instructions,  Adan  tried  to  begin  a  southward  sweep,  just  east  of 
the  Canal.  This  soon  proved  impossible,  due  to  the  fineness  of  the  Egyptian 
defense,  and  the  attack  becmaa  a  series  of  uncoordinated  probes.  Soon  after 
this  (about  10:00  an)  Adan  was  ordered  by  Gonen  (who  believed  the  Egyptians 
were  close  to  breaking)  to  extend  his  front  to  Deversoir  to  perait  Sharon's 
division  to  carry  out  a  similar  attack  and  bridge  seizure  between  the  Little 
Bitter  Lake  and  Suez.  About  10:00  am,  without  waiting  for  Adan,  Sharon  pulled 
out  of  his  positions  opposite  Isaailia  and  started  moving  south  along  the 
Lateral  Road. 

However,  not  only  were  the  Egyptians  not  close  to  breaking,  between  1000 
and  1200  they  inflicted  severe  losses  on  two  of  Adan's  brigades.  In  the  second 
of  these  repulses  one  Israeli  armored  battalion  was  virtually  destroyed.  While 
trying  to  cope  with  these  disasters,  Adan  committed  his  third  brigade  into  the 
wide  sector  opposite  Ismailia  that  had  just  been  vacated  by  Sharon's  division. 
That  brigade  was  imnediately  engaged  by  an  Egyptian  16th  Division  attack,  and 
was  forced  to  fall  back.  Adan  requested  Gonen' s  permission  to  withdraw. 

By  early  afternoon  Gonen  became  aware  of  the  actual  situation.  He 
called  Sharon  --  moving  south  on  the  road  south  of  Tasa  --  ordering  him  to 
return  north  to  help  Adan.  He  ordered  Adan  to  try  to  hold  against  the  pressure 
of  the  three  advancing  Egyptian  divisions.  When  it  became  evident  that  Adan 
was  holding,  Gonen  decided  not  to  conmit  Sharon  (who  had  expressed  reluctance 
to  support  Adan),  since  Sharon's  division  "was  all  that  remained  between  the 
canal  and  Tel  Aviv." 
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THE  1973  ARAB- ISRAELI  WR  (SUEZ  FRONT) 

Kantara-.'irdan,  8  October  1973  (Continued) 

The  serious  Israeli  rewind  failures  seem  to  be  essentially  attributable 
to  continuing  post -surprise  disruption. 

Significance:  The  Egyptian  Second  Amy  was  able  to  increase  its  strength 
an  the  east  bank  of  the  canal  and  expand  its  bridgehead.  The  Israeli  reactions 
revealed  post- surprise  friction,  causing  poor  coordination.  Gonen’s  plan  to 
shift  Sharon  to  the  south  violated  the  classic!  principles  of  Mass,  Simplicity, 
and  Economy  of  Force. 

Sources:  X.2;  X.3. 
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TOE  1973  ARAB- ISRAELI  MR  (SUEZ  FRONT) 


Egyptian  Offensive  North,  14  October 

At  0600  on  14  October  an  intensive  artillery  preparation  signalled  the 
start  of  an  Egyptian  offensive  which  was  intended  to  relieve  sow  of  the 
pressure  on  the  Syrians  on  the  Golan  Heights.  In  the  northern  half  of  the 
Sinai  Front  the  Egyptian  Second  Army  struck  eastward  with  three  armored 
columns  from  the  21st  Armored  Division,  and  the  armored  brigades  of  the  infantry 
divisions.  In  addition  to  ttese  armored  thursts  there  were  a  mater  of  minor 
holding  attacks  all  along  the  line.  However,  there  was  no  major,  coordinated 
effort  by  the  Second  Army;  there  was  little  more  than  one  reinforced  division 
making  the  three  thrusts.  This  was  a  serious  Egyptian  command  failure. 

The  northern  of  these  three  Egyptian  amored  attacks  was  made  from  Kantara 
in  the  18th  Infantry  Division  sector  toward  Romani.  The  next  was  from  the  2d 
Infantry  sector  east  toward  Tasa  and  the  Khatmia  Pass,  on  a  line  north  of  and 
parallel  to  the  Ismailia-Tasa  Road.  The  third  thrust  from  Talata  in  the  16th 
Infantry  Division  sector  was  intended  to  converge  with  the  second  at  Tasa. 

The  northern  thrust  was  against  one  of  the  brigades  in  the  diversion  of 
Brigadier  General  Sassoon.  (This  had  just  taken  over  the  area  formerly  held 
by  Aden,  who  was  in  reserve,  preparing  to  take  part  in  a  cross-canal  counter¬ 
offensive.)  Adan's  troops  moved  back  in  and  with  Sassoon's  threw  back  the 
Egyptian  column  with  heavy  casualties.  The  centeral  and  southern  thrusts  were 
halted  by  Sharon's  Division,  also  with  heavy  Egyptian  casualties. 

Significance:  The  effort  of  the  Egyptians  to  breakout  of  their 
bridgehead  had  failed  and  the  Israelis  were  prepared  to  assume  the  initiative. 
They  had  anticipated  the  attack  and  by  this  time  had  developed  effective 
tactics  for  countering  the  Egyptian  weapons,  particularly  the  Saggers  and 
RPG-7s. 

Sources:  X.2;  X.3. 
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Egyptian  Offensive  South,  14  October  1973 

In  the  southern  Sinai  the  Egyptian  Third  Army  also  sent  three  armored 
thrusts  eastward  against  the  Israelis.  As  in  the  north,  the  total  attacking 
force  mss  little  more  than  the  equivalent  of  a  reinforced  armored  division. 

Must  of  the  armor  came  from  the  4th  Armored  Division  and  6th  Mechanized  Infantry 
Division.  The  northernmost  attack  came  from  the  7th  Infantry  Division  sector 
tpward  the  Giddi  Pass  and  Southern  Command  advance  headquarters  at  Ue  KUsheiba. 
There  was  a  second  advance  from  the  19th  Division  sector  toward  the  Mitla 
Pass  and  a  third  advance  also  from  the  19th  sector  in  which  an  armored  brigade 
struck  southeastward  toward  the  Sudr  Pass,  south  of  Mitla,  and  along  the 
coastal  road  toward  Ras  Sudr.  The  Israeli  defenders  were  from  Brigadier 
General  Kalinan  Magen's  division  (formerly  Mendler's  division,  he  had  been 
killed  by  Egyptian  artillery  on  13  October),  Brigadier  General  Granit, 

Israeli's  newly  committed  division,  and  Major  General  Yeshayahn  Gavish's 
Southern  Sinai  Canaand. 

Initially  the  Egyptian  thrusts  toward  the  Giddi  and  Mitla  Passes  had  some 
success  --  that  against  the  Mitla  briefly  threatened  a  breakthrough.  By 
early  afternoon,  however,  the  attacks  were  contained.  The  thrust  toward  the 
Sudr  Pass  had  even  greater  success  initially,  and  the  column  advanced  along 
the  coastal  road  more  than  20  kilometers.  A  desperate  defensive  effort  by 
Israeli  paratroopers  supported  by  some  amor  and  considerable  close  air  support, 
turned  back  the  Egyptians  with  heavy  losses  of  personnel  and  tanks.  Although 
they  had  temporarily  gained  some  ground,  by  the  end  of  the  day  the  Egyptians 
had  returned  to  their  original  lines.  This,  of  course,  was  largely  due  to 
their  failure  to  make  adequate  use  of  their  available  resources. 

Significance:  The  Egyptians  were  decisively  defeated  because  of  their 
failure  to  apply  the  Principle  of  Mass.  Their  armor  losses  were  particularly 
serious  and  contributed  to  their  subsequent  failure  to  halt  the  Israeli 
counteroffensive. 

Sources:  X.2;  X.3. 
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Deversoir  (Chinese  Rure  I)  x  15/16  October 

At  1700  on  15  October,  the  Israelis  launched  Operation  "Strongheart," 
the  cross-canal  invasion  of  Egypt.  The  plan  called  for  one  snored  brigade 
of  General  Ariel  Sharon's  division  to  attack  on  the  right,  to  divert  the 
Egyptians'  attention  fron  the  main  effort.  An  hour  later  Colonel  Amnon 
Reshev's  armored  brigade,  reinforced,  was  to  advance  cross-cow\try  to  the 
Great  Bitter  Lake,  turn  northwest  along  the  shore  to  seize  the  Bar  Lev 
stronghold  of  Matzaed,  and  then  advance  north  to  secure  the  crossing  site. 
Colonel  Deni  Matt's  paratroop  brigade  was  to  advance  to  the  crossing  point 
and  cross  in  rubber  boats.  One  battalion  of  Colonel  Haia  Erez's  armored 
brigade  was  to  cross  behind  the  paratroopers;  the  remainder  of  the  brigade 
was  to  bring  up  a  prefabricated  bridge  and  a  ponton  bridge  whose  sections 
could  be  used  as  ferries  to  take  the  tanks  across  the  canal. 

The  diversionary  attack  did  mislead  the  Egyptians.  Reshev  started  late, 
moved  to  the  Lake,  and  seized  the  Matzaed  stronghold  with  little  resistance. 
His  reconnaissance  battalion  secured  the  area,  while  the  other  battalions 
wait  north  and  east  to  engage  the  night  flanks  of  the  Egyptian  16th  and  21st 
divisions.  The  Israeli  tanks  were  soon  engaged  heavily  and  unexpectedly  with 
major  Egyptian  infantry  and  armor  units.  The  paratroop  battalion  finally 
reached  the  crossing  point  sometime  after  midnight.  After  a  heavy  artillery 
preparation,  the  first  paratroopers  crossed  at  0135.  By  dawn  all  the  para¬ 
troopers  and  the  tank  battalion  were  across.  The  crossing  continued  until 
shortly  after  noon,  when  an  order  was  issued  to  halt  the  corssings.  Sharon, 
in  the  birdgehead,  had  already  sent  his  tank  battalion  Erez  on  a  raid  westward, 
in  which  three  SA-2  positions  were  destroyed  and  one  SA-6  forced  to  displace. 

In  the  late  afternoon  Egyptian  aircraft  attacked  the  bridgehead. 

Significance:  The  first  Israeli  forces  were  across  the  Canal,  but  behind 
them  a  bitter  fight  was  developing,  and  there  was  disagreement  among  Israeli 
commanders  as  to  how  they  should  proceed. 

Source:  X.2;  X.3. 
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Deversolr  (Chinese  Pirn  II).  16-17  October 

General  Aden's  Division  had  been  scheduled  to  cross  the  canal  on  16 
October,  following  Sharon,  and  driving  south  behind  the  Egyptian  Third  Army 
toward  Suet.  The  Egyptian  resistance  to  Sharon's  crossing,  however,  was  so 
severe,  particularly  in  the  Chinese  Pans  area,  that  Sharon's  Division  was  cut 
off.  Thi  Egyptians  held  both  roads  behind  Sharon,  preventing  the  planned 
movement  of  two  bridges  to  the  crossing  site.  Aden  was  directed  to  get  the 
bridges  forward. 

Heavy  fighting  took  place  during  the  next  two  days  as  Aden  endeavored 
to  reopen  the  corridor  and  to  get  tire  bridges  to  the  canal.  Reinforced  by 
part  of  a  paratroop  brigade  and  one  brigade  of  Sharon's  division,  he  engaged 
the  Egyptian  16th  Infantry  and  21st  Armored  Divisions  and  an  armored  brigade 
froa  the  23d  Mechanized  Division.  In  an  effort  to  reopen  the  roads,  the 
paratroopers  were  coenitted  in  the  Chinese  Fane  area  during  the  night  of  16/17 
October,  but  were  immediately  pinned  down,  and  unable  to  advance  or  withdraw. 
However,  the  fierceness  of  this  struggle  distracted  Egyptian  attention  fro* 
the  southern  of  the  two  roads,  shortly  after  dawn  on  the  17th  Adan  regained 
contact  with  Sharon,  and  began  to  move  one  of  the  bridges  forward.  By  noon 
the  paratroopers  were  extricated  fro*  the  Chinese  Fans,  just  as  the  Egyptian 
65th  Armored  Brigade  began  a  thrust  northward  from  the  Third  Army  bridgehead 
in  an  effort  to  reach  the  16th  Division,  and  again  cut  the  Israeli  corridor. 
There  was,  however,  no  coordination  between  the  Egyptian  units,  and  in  an 
operation  reainiscient  of  Hannibal's  victory  at  Lake  Trasimane,  three  of 
Adan's  brigades  virtually  destroyed  the  65th  Brigade,  which  lost  about  90 
out  of  100  tanks.  This  ended  the  battle,  although  heavy  firing  continued  in 
the  Chinese  Farm  area. 

Significance:  Adan  had  demonstrated  tactical  excellence  and  initiative 
and  secured  the  corridor  so  that  more  forces  could  cross  the  canal  and  expand 
the  bridgehead. 

Sources:  X.2;  X.3. 
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Deversoir  West,  18  October 

Adan's  Division  crossed  the  Suez  Canal  during  the  night  of  17/18  October, 
taking  over  the  left  (southern)  half  of  the  bridgehead  held  by  Sharon’s  Divi¬ 
sion.  On  the  morning  of  the  18th,  after  a  heavy  artillery  preparation,  Adan's 
Division,  consisting  of  three  armored  birgades  (Baram’s  on  the  right,  Amir's 
on  the  left,  Karen’s  in  reserve)  started  an  attack  across  the  Sweetwater  Canal. 

Baram's  brigade  broke  out  of  the  ’’green  belt"  to  the  west  quickly, 
repelled  a  counterattack  and  pushed  ahead  about  five  kilometers  to  seize  a 
fortified  hill  overlooking  the  main  north-south  Ismailia-Suez  road.  On  the 
left,  however,  resistance  was  stronger.  But  by  late  afternoon  Amir's  brigade 
had  advanced  from  the  green  belt  about  three  kilometers  to  an  elevation  known 
as  Tsach,  where  it  was  stopped.  During  the  afternoon  Adan  received  a  directive 
from  Gonen  to  raid  SAM  sites  farther  inland.  Amir's  brigade  was  being  held 
up  by  strong  resistance,  but  Adan  sent  two  of  Baram's  battalions  raiding 
westward  and  northwestward  for  more  than  20  kilometers.  They  put  three  SAM 
sites  out  of  action  before  returning  to  join  the  remainder  of  the  division. 

Significance:  This  action  put  Adan’s  division  in  positions  to  launch 
a  full  scale  breakout  the  following  day. 

Sources:  X.2;  X.3. 
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Ismailia,  19-22  October 

On  18  October  Sharon  received  approval  for  an  offensive  north  against 
Ismailia.  Early  on  the  19th  he  started  a  drive  north  toward  that  city.  His 
para  troop  brigade  reinforced  by  armor,  attacked  north  through  the  green  belt 
toward  Serafeun  but  was  stopped  by  the  Egyptian  182d  Paratroop  Brigade  of  the 
Second  Egyptian  Army.  Sharon  sent  an  armored  brigade  into  the  desert  around 
the  paratroopers'  left  flank;  this  unit  also  encountered  heavy  Egyptian 
resistance  but  was  able  to  seize  Orcha  Hill,  just  west  of  Serafeun,  before 
dark. 

.  On  the  next  day  (20  October)  the  Israeli  attack  continued  on  a  three 
brigade  front  with  the  paratroopers  on  the  right  and  armored  brigades  in  the 
center  and  on  the  left.  (Sharon's  third  armored  brigade  was  holding  the 
conmuni cations  corridor  east  of  the  canal.)  For  a  time  the  Egyptian  resistance 
seemed  to  weaken,  and  the  Israelis  moved  forward,  but  Egyptian  counterattacks 
brought  about  a  seesaw  battle  just  south  of  Lake  Tims  ah.  This  was  the  position 
at  nightfall . 

On  the  third  day  the  Israelis  surrounded  a  key  Egyptian  defensive  position 
at  Touscan,  but  Egyptian  counterattacks  again  held  the  Israelis,  who  were 
stopped  south  of  the  Ismailia-Nile  Canal,  just  south  of  Ismailia.  Meanwhile 
that  same  day  (the  21st)  Sharon  was  ordered  to  reinforce  his  armored  brigade 
on  the  east  bank,  which  was  to  attack  the  Talia  hill  mass  to  secure  and  widen 
the  Israeli  corridor  to  the  crossing  site.  Sharon  sent  back  five  tanks  in 
response  to  this  order,  but  this  negligible  reinforcement  did  not  enable  the 
east  bank  brigade  to  regain  initial  gains,  when  a  counterattack  by  the  Egyptian 
ICth  Infantry  Division  retook  Talia.  Sharon  was  ordered  to  make  another  attack 
on  this  position,  but  the  order  was  countermanded  from  Tel  Aviv  (apparently  as 
a  result  of  a  telephone  call  from  Sharon  to  the  Minister  of  Defense,  Dayan). 

On  the  22d  of  October  Sharon's  three  brigades  on  the  west  bank  made  a 
final  but  vain  effort  to  capture  Ismailia  as  the  Egyptians  held  firm.  When 
the  cease  fire  took  effect  at  1852,  the  Israelis  were  still  about  10  kilometers 
south  of  the  city  of  Ismailia. 

Significance:  The  Israeli  failure  must  be  attributed  to  Sharon's  bull- 
headed  failure  to  maneuver  adequately,  and  to  lack  of  coordination  between 
his  headquarters  and  higher  headquarters . 

Sources :  X.2;  X.3. 
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On  19  October  Adan'  s  Division  attacked  west  and  south  to  break  out  of 
its  west  bank  positions.  Two  of  his  three  brigades  attacked  abreast  to  the 
west  and  then  turned  south,  while  the  third  brigade  attacked  directly  south. 
They  were  opposed  by  Egyptian  units  of  the  Third  Army  on  the  west  bank  of  the 
canal  in  the  Third  Any  rear.  At  the  end  of  the  day  (19  October)  the  leading 
elements  of  Man's  Division  had  reached  the  northern  edge  of  the  Geneifa 
Hills.  Adan  wanted  to  capture  this  hill  mass  as  soon  as  possible  so  that 
the  Egyptians  would  not  be  able  to  organize  it  for  defense. 

Assisted  by  effective  close  air  support  Adan's  Division  on  the  second 
day  (20  October)  was  able  to  advance  through  the  hill  mass  to  the  Southern 
edge.  One  of  his  battalions  had  reached  the  vicinity  of  the  Sarag  Road 
(main  Cairo- Suez  road)  but  it  was  pulled  back  into  the  main  position  for 
the  night. 

On  the  third  day  the  division,  reinforced  by  about  two  more  battalions, 
drove  south  of  Asor  and  tried  to  cut  the  Sarag  Road,  which  would  cut  off 
the  Third  Amy  from  Cairo.  Two  Egyptian  brigades  counterattacked  and  halted 
the  Israeli  division  short  of  its  objective,  the  Sarag  Road.  However,  long- 
range  Israeli  tank  and  artillery  fire  was  able  to  harass  Egyptian  traffic 
on  the  road. 

Meanwhile,  Brigadier  General  Kalman  Magen's  division  was  cleaning  up 
bypassed  pockets  of  resistance  and  then  moving  southwest.  By  evening  of  20 
October  Magen  was  30  kilometers  west  of  the  Canal  and  within  100  kilometers 
of  Cairo. 

Significance:  Adan's  division  made  significant  gains,  cut  one 
key  east-west  road,  and  disrupted  the  flow  of  traffic  on  another. 

The  capture  of  the  Fayid  road  opened  a  direct  line  of  communications 
to  the  Deversoir  bridgehead  and  gave  the  Israelis  an  air  strip  for  the 
evacuation  of  wounded,  flying  in  emergency  supplies,  and  conducting 
reconnaissance  missions. 

Sources:  X.2;  X.3. 
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Shallufa  I,  22  October 

Before  dawn  on  22  October  General  Adan,  notified  by  General  Gonen  that 
a  ceasefire  would  be  in  effect  that  evening,  attacked  south  with  two  brigades 
and  southeastward  from  Fayid  with  his  other  brigade  toward  Cabrit,  Shallufa, 
and  the  canal.  By  mid-morning  his  two  brigades  in  the  south  had  secured  the 
Asor  Road  and  had  reached  the  Sarag  (main  Suez -Cairo)  Road.  By  this  time 
stiffening  Egyptian  resistance  to  south  and  east  caused  Adan  to  be  concerened 
about  carrying  out  his  mission.  However,  when  Gonen  ordered  Magen  to  take 
over  Adan's  positions  along  the  roads,  Adan  was  able  in  the  early  afternoon 
to  mount  a  tank  "charge"  eastward  toward  the  canal  by  these  two  brigades. 

The  result  was  a  wild  and  confused  battle  with  Israeli  and  Egyptian  units 
intermingled.  When  the  ceasefire  went  into  effect  at  1852  Adan's  units 
controlled  part  of  the  green  belt  between  Geneifa  and  Shallufa.  One  battalion 
had  reached  the  canal  north  of  Shallufa,  but  had  been  driven  back  by  Egyptian 
counterattacks.  Within  the  area  there  were  a  number  of  Egyptian  units,  still 
effectively  maintaining  themselves.  This  situation  was  to  cause  trouble 
during  later  negotiations. 

Significance:  When  the  ceasefire  went  into  effect  at  1852  on  22  October, 
the  Israelis  had  failed  to  achieve  the  decisive  results  west  of  the  canal 
that  they  had  hoped  for.  Although  they  had  done  severe  damage  to  both  the 
Second  and  Third  Egyptian  armies,  both  were  still  intact,  and  in  ccnmuni cation 
with  Cairo.  The  Israelis  undoubtedly  believed  they  would  benefit  from  a 
resumption  of  hostilities. 

Sources:  X.2;  X.3. 


THE  1973  ARAB- ISRAELI  WAR  (SUEZ  FRONT) 


Shallufa  II,  23-24  October  1S73 

During  the  period  21-22  October  Major  General  "Bren"  Adan 
received  more  reinforcements ,  mostly  from  the  Syrian  front,  rushed 
to  him  by  helicopter  and  buses*  Although  he  did  not  receive  any 
more  military  vehicles  Adan  had  captured  a  number  of  Egyptian  APCs. 

He  combined  his  newly  arrived  reinforcements  with  two  battalions  he 
had  received  a  few  days  earlier  to  form  a  brigade,  placed  these  troops 
under  the  command  of  his  second  in  command.  Brigadier  General  Do  vie 
Tamar i,  and  equipped  them  with  the  Egyptian  APCs.  While  his  other 
brigades  attached  south  toward  Suez,  Adan  had  Tamil's  makeshift  infantry 
brigade  and  Colonel  Baram's  armored  brigade  mop  up  north  of  Shallufa. 
Despite  strong  resistance  from  elements  of  the  Third  Any,  Baram  and 
Tamari's  forces  neutralized  Egyptian  resistance  in  the  Shallufa  area 
of  the  green  belt  by  24  October. 

Significance:  Adan's  offensive  thrust  had  played  an  isport&ni. 
part  in  isolating  Suez  and  hence  cutting  off  the  Egyptian  Third  Any 
from  contact  with  Egypt. 

Sources:  X.2;  X.3. 
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Suez,  23-24  October 

Although  Adan  and  Magen  had  secured  the  Geneifa  Hills  and  the  area  north 
to  Deversoir,  the  intermingling  of  Adan's  units  with  elements  of  the  Egyptian 
Third  Army's  4th  Armored  and  6th  Mechanized  Divisions  and  other  Third  Any 
units,  particularly  in  the  green  belt,  made  observance  of  the  ceasefire 
difficult,  and  its  evasion  easy.  It  is  inpossible  to  know  what  orders  Adan 
received,  but  there  is  little  doubt  that  the  Israelis  decided  to  take  advantage 
of  the  confusing  situation  by  continuing  their  offensive  toward  Suez  and  the 
Gulf  of  Suez. 

Adan's  Division  had  been  strengthened  with  uiits  from  the  east  bank  and 
the  Syrian  Front,  and  he  combined  these  in  a  provisional  mechanized  brigade. 

He  had  two  major  tasks.  One  was  to  take  --  or  at  least  to  isolate  --  Suez; 
and  the  other  was  to  clear  and  secure  the  green  belt  area  along  the  west  bank 
north  of  Suez.  Adan  decided  to  use  two  brigades  to  clear  the  green  belt  area 
and  two  brigades  in  a  drive  directly  toward  Suez. 

The  units  attacking  toward  Suez  advanced  with  a  brigade  on  the  right, 
west  of  the  Havit  Read,  and  one  of  the  left  between  the  road  and  the  &*eetwater 
Canal.  Charging  ahead  as  fast  as  possible  against  determined  Egyptian  resis¬ 
tance  the  brigades  reached  the  outskirts  of  Suez  by  nightfall  on  the  23d  of 
October.  One  brigade  had  reached  the  Gulf  of  Suez  at  the  old  oil  refinery 
southwest  of  the  town,  thus  canpletely  isolating  most  of  the  Third  Army  from 
Egypt  to  the  west. 

A  second  ceasefire  was  to  go  into  effect  an  the  24th  at  0700.  In  a  pre¬ 
dawn  radio  conference.  General  Adan  suggested  that  he  could  occupy  Suez  before 
the  ceasefire  was  effective.  Gonen  said,  "Yes,  if  it's  Beersheeba,  no  if  it's 
Stalingrad."  When  Adan  encountered  delays  in  preparing  for  the  attack,  Adan 
was  told  to  move  without  waiting  for  his  planned  artillery  preparation.  Even 
so,  there  is  no  question  that  the  second  ceasefire  was  already  theoretically 
in  effect  before  Adan  began  his  attack. 

The  Israelis  encountered  unexpectedly  strong  resistance  and  some  infantry 
units  with  little  urban  combat  experience  became  surrounded  in  the  confused 
fighting.  The  attack  was  decisively  repulsed.  During  the  night  the  surrounded 
men  were  extricated,  and  by  dawn  of  the  25th  the  ceasefire  was  again  in  effect 
with  the  Israelis  on  the  edge  of  town. 
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Adabiya.  23/24  October 

Brigadier  General  Kalman  Magen’s  Division  (formerly  Mendler's  )  crossed 
into  the  Israeli  west  bank  bridgehead  during  the  night  of  18/19  October.  His 
mission  during  the  following  four  days  was  to  protect  the  right  flank  and 
rear  of  Adan's  offensive  toward  Suez,  and  to  aop  up  by-passed  areas  of 
resistance  behind  Aden. 

Shortly  before  noon  on  22  October  Magen  was  ordered  to  take  over  from 
Adan  the  area  where  he  had  cut  the  main  Suez -Cairo  Road  to  pemit  Adan  to 
drive  eastward  toward  the  canal  in  the  Cabrit-Shallufa  area.  Meeting 
relatively  little  resistance,  by  nightfall  Kfegen  held  much  of  the  area 
between  Suez  and  Jebel  A  taka. 

In  the  morning  of  the  23d,  after  the  breakdown  of  the  ceasefire,  Magen 
was  ordered  to  continue  his  drive  southward,  to  reach  the  Gulf  of  Suez  near 
Adabiya  and  Ras  (Point)  Adabiya.  Beginning  shortly  after  noon,  two  of  Mean’s 
brigades  dashed  southward  about  45  kilaamters,  against  sporadic  but  ineffective 
resistance,  reaching  Ras  Adabiya  shortly  after  mickiight  on  the  24th.  At 
dawn  the  Israelis  seized  Adabiya,  again  encointering  ineffective  resistance. 

Significance:  By  reaching  the  Red  Sea  south  of  Suez,  M^en  had  completely 
isolated  the  bulk  of  the  Egyptian  Third  Army  from  its  coamander,  and  from  all 
the  rest  of  Egypt. 

Sources:  X.2;  X.3. 
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Kuneitra,  6-7  October 

On  6  October  1973  three  reinforced  divisions  of  the  Syrian  Any  attacked 
Israeli  defenses  along  a  65-kilaeeter  front  an  the  eastern  edge  of  the  Golan 
Heights.  The  Syrian  plan  of  attack  provided  for  an  initial  double  break¬ 
through  attenpt  by  the  two  flank  divisions*  the  7th  Division  on  the  north  and 
the  5th  Division  on  the  south.  Between  than,  the  9th  Division  had  the  United 
mission  of  advancing  south  of  Juneitra  to  seize  a  line  of  hills  southwest  of 
the  city  to  cut  the  Israeli  lateral  comunications  road*  and  then  remain  as  -a 
pivot  for  the  two  flank  divisions  asking  the  main  effort. 

Troops  of  the  Israeli  18Sth  (Barak)  Amored  Brigade  were  deployed  in  front 
line  defenses  along  the  Golan  Heights.  Uhits  of  the  7th  Amored  Brigade  were 
in  reserve  positions  on  the  heights.  Shortly  after  the  Syrian  attack  began 
the  commander  of  the  Golan  Defense  Force*  Brigadier  General  Rafael  Eitan 
assigned  responsibility  for  the  area  from  Kuneitra  to  the  south  to  Colonel 
Yitzhak  Ben  Shohaa*  co— tiding  the  188th  Brigade.  Kuneitra*  and  the  area  to 
the  north*  were  assigned  to  Colonel  Avigdor  Ben  Gal,  coaamnding  the  7th  Brigade. 
A  battalion  of  the  188th  north  of  Kmeitra  was  transferred  to  Ben  Gal.  One 
battalion  of  the  7th  was  placed  in  Coamand  reserve.  There  were  no  Israeli 
troops  in  Kuwitra*  which  was  an  abandoned  ghost  town. 

At  1405  on  6  October*  after  an  intense  hour-long  air  and  artillery  bombard¬ 
ment,  the  9th  Division  attacked.  After  some  initial  confusion  due  to  the  leading 
column's  poor  road  discipline,  units  of  the  division  broke  through  the  line  of 
Israeli  strong  points  northwest  and  west  of  Kudna.  Farther  north  the  9th 
Divison's  right-wing  brigade  was  stopped  in  its  advance  toward  Kmeitra  by 
elements  of  the  Israeli  7th  Amored  Brigade.  However,  other  elements  of  the 
division  readied  their  assigned  objectives. 

On  7  October  the  Israeli  defenses  arowd  Kuneitra  still  held.  Israeli 
reinforcements  moved  up  to  the  front  to  help  contain  the  Syrian  attack.  By 
the  end  of  the  day,  the  hard  pressed  Israelis  had  stopped  the  Syrian  9th 
Division's  attack  everywhere  around  Kudna.  The  Israeli  situation  remained 
precarious,  with  Syrian  amored  reinforcements  pouring  info  the  gaps  in  the 
Israeli  lines  south  of  Kudna  and  in  the  southern  Golan  Heights. 

Significance:  The  successful  Israeli  defense  of  Kuneitra  denied  this 
inport  ant  communications  center  to  the  Syrian  9th  Division. 

Sources:  X.2;  X.3. 
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TIB  1973  ARAB- ISRAELI  HER  f GOLAN  HOTO 
Afe—dlvah.  6-7  October  1973 

At  140S  on  6  October  1973,  the  Syrian  7th  Division  attacked  near  Abmdiyeh 
as  the  north  prong  of  a  three  pronged  attack  to  recover  all  or  nost  of  the  . 

Golan  Heights  occupied  by  the  Israelis  during  the  1967  War.  Most  of  the  Israeli 
7th  Amoved  Brigade  ms  in  reserve  positions  around  the  torn  of  Nafekh. 

The  4th  Battalion  of  the  Israeli  188th  Brigade  bore  the  brunt  of  the  initial 
Syrian  attack  between  Mount  Hemonit  on  the  north  and  a  hill  nicknuaed  "Booster" 
on  the  south,  which  overlooked  a  snail  valley  just  west  of  the  Puiple  Line,  the 
eastern  boundary  of  the  Golan.  Soon  after  the  attack  began  the  brigade  was 
placed  under  the  coeawnd  of  the  Brigade  commander,  Colonel  Anigdor  Ben  Gal. 

Other  units  of  the  7th  Brigade  were  comdtted  beside  the  4th  Battalion. 

Because  of  the  danger  of  a  Syrian  breakthrough  on  the  southern  Golan  Heights, 
Colonel  B«i  Gal  was  ordered  to  transfer  one  of  his  battalions  to  reinforce  this 
threatened  sector. 

The  Syrians  lacked  road  discipline,  and  engineer  vehicles  required  for 
bridging  an  Israeli  antitank  ditch  were  delayed  in  a  traffic  jaw.  Under 
effective  Israeli  tank  fire,  Syrian  losses  aounted,  but  bridges  were  finally 
laid  over  the  ditch.  Once  across,  the  Syrian  amor  was  still  subjected  to 
devastating  fire  froa  Israeli  tanks  hull-down  in  prepared  reaps  on  the  doadnating 
high  ground.  By  nightfall ,  Syrian  infantry  was  dug  in  on  an  earthen  eabarkaent 
adjacent  to  the  antitank  ditch. 

The  battle  continued  through  the  night.  Although  the  Syrians  were  better 
equipped  with  night  vision  devices  than  the  Israelis,  they  were  inable  to  push 
through  the  valley  to  high  ground,  even  with  intensive  artillery  support.  By 
the  morning  of  7  October  nuaerous  Syrian  tanks  were  scattered  --  daaaged  and 
abandoned  --  throughout  the  valley. 

At  0800  on  7  October  the  Syrians  renewed  their  attack  against  the  7th 
Brigade.  Again,  a  tenacious  Israeli  defense  stopped  the  Syrian  attack.  That 
night,  newly  committed  Syrian  Tanks  infiltrated  Israeli  positions  but  were 
halted  in  a  desperate  battle  as  Syrian  losses  continued  to  rise. 

Significance:  Colonel  Ben  Gal’s  brigade  was  able  to  halt  the  opening 
Syrian  attack  because  of  superior  combat  effectiveness  and  the  dominating 
positions  it  held.  The  7th  Brigade's  successful  defense  helped  to  alleviate  the 
danger  the  Israelis  faced  during  the  first  two  days  of  the  Syrian  attack,  but 
it  by  no  means  eliminated  the  chances  of  an  Israeli  disaster. 

Sources:  X.2;  X.3. 
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Rafid.  6/7  October  1973 

The  Syrian  5th  Infantry  Division,  -  re  info  read  by  an  snored  brigade, 
attacked  west  on  the  southern  flank  of  the  Syrian  front  on  the  afternoon  of 
6  October.  Like  the  divisions  to  the  north,  the  5th  bypassed  Israeli  strong* 
points  on  and  behind  the  Purple  Line.  This  division  eoved  in  good  order  on 
terrain  that  was  easier  fbr  amor  and  less  favorable  for  defense.  The  Israeli 
defenders  were  fraa  the  188th  Amored  and  Golani  Infantry  brigades.  In  spite 
of  the  more  favorable  attack  conditions,  the  Syrians  were  held  all  after¬ 
noon  by  vigorous  and  repeated  Israeli  cowterattacks.  After  nightfall,  however, 
the  5th  Division  made  a  clean  breakthrough  and  famed  out  in  three  columns. 

One  coluai  moved  northwest  along  the  TAP  Line  and  then  turned  west  toward 
Yehudia  and  the  Arik  Bridge.  Another  column  struck  south  down  the  road  from 
Rafid  toward  El  Al,  and  the  third  drove  westward  from  Ramat  Ntegshimim. 

By  morning  on  the  7th  of  October  the  northern  column  had  advanced  about 
10  kilometers,  while  the  others  were  between  Rant  Magshiaim  and  El  Al  and 
west  of  Juhader.  The  188th,  or  Barak  Brigade  as  it  was  called,  had  had  an 
almost  ia^xjssible  task  with  only  90  tanks  to  cover  a  front  of  40  kilometers. 

By  noon  of  7  October  the  brigade  was  virtually  destroyed  as  an  effective 
fighting  force. 

Significance;  The  5th  Division's  breakthrough  put  Syrian  forces 
within  sight  of  the  Sea  of  Galilee  and  the  Jordan  River  on  7  October. 

Oily  the  piecemeal  arrival  of  Israeli  re  increments  prevented  the 
conplete  collapse  of  the  remnants  of  the  Barak  Brigade.  Oh  the  right 
wing  of  the  5th  Division,  the  way  was  open  for  the  Syrian  1st  Armored 
Division  to  exploit  the  Syrian  penetration  and  continue  the  drive  to 
the  Jordan  River. 

Sources:  X.2;  X.3. 
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Yehudla-Bl  Al.  7/8  October  1973 

By  early  afternoon  of  7  October  1973,  the  second  day  of  the  Syrian  offensive 
on  the  Golan  Heights,  the  Syrian  5th  Infantry  Division  threatened  to  break 
through  Israeli  positions  in  the  southern  Golan  and  drive  to  the  Jordan  River. 

The  Israeli  188th  Brigade  was  no  longer  an  effecitve  fighting  force,  and  the 
entire  Israeli  defense  on  the  Golan  was  critically  endangered.  About  this  time, 
the  1st  Syrian  Anaored  Division  was  being  coemitted  on  the  right  of  the  5th 
Infantry  Division  as  a  secondecholon  unit  exploiting  the  Syrian  breakthrough. 

However,  elements  of  the  Israeli  240th  (Reserve)  Anaored  Division  under 
Major  General  Dan  Laner  had  been  mobilized  and  began  to  arrive  at  the  front 
on  the  morning  of  7  October.  Laner  committed  his  mits  piecemeal  to  block 
the  path  of  the  Syrian  8th  Division.  Operating  with  the  remnants  of  the 
188th  Brigade,  Laner* s  armor  held  a  last-ditch  defensive  line  on  the  western 
edge  of  the  Golan  Heights.  Determined  assaults  by  units  of  the  Syrian  1st 
Armored  and  5th  Infantry  divisions  failed  to  break  through.  By  the  evening 
of  7  October,  the  Syrian  attack  had  been  halted,  with  heavy  losses  and  an 
increasing  shortage  of  supplies  and  reinforcements. 

On  8  October,  Laner 's  troops  took  the  initiative  and  began  to  drive 
eastward.  On  the  right  of  Laner* s  units,  Major  General  Moshe  Peled's  146th 
(Reserve)  Armored  Division  deployed  to  support  the  counterattack  in  the 
southern  Golan. 

Significance:*  A  combination  of  tenacious  defense i>y  the  shattered  188th 
Brigade  and  quick  mobilization  and  intervention  by  Laner' s  division  prevented 
a  major  Syrian  victory  on  the  southern  Golan  Heights . 

Source :  X.2;  X.3. 
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Nafekh.  7/8  October  1973 

On  7  October  1973,  the  second  day  of  the  Syrian  offensive  on  the 
Golan  Heights,  the  Syrian  1st  Araored  Division  wu  conitted  between 
the  left  of  the  9th  Division  and  the  right  of  the  5th  Division.  These 
two  infantry  units  had  aide  substantial  penetrations  into  the  Israeli 
defenses  on  6  October,  and  the  1st  Axaored  Division  was  to  exploit  their 
success  and  advance  to  the  Jordan  River. 

On  7  October,  the  1st  Axaored  Division  penetrated  to  the  Israeli 
coaaand  center  at  Nafekh..  There  a  nixed  forced  of  Israeli  wits 
delayed  the  lead  eluents  of  the  1st  Axaored  Division  until  tanks  of 
the  Israeli  79th  Axaored  Brigade  arrived  free  the  southwest.  A  fierce 
snored  battle  ensued  and  luted  through  the  ruining  hours  of  daylight. 
By  dark  the  Nafekh  position  had  been  secured  by  the  Israelis.  Colonel 
Uri  Or,  caananding  the  79th  Areored  Brigade,  was  then  able  to  send 
eluents  of  his  brigade  northeast  toward  Kuneitra,  to  take  positions 
an  the  right  of  the  heavily  engaged  Israeli  7th  Areored  Brigade. 

On  the  following  day,  the  Israelis  seized  the  initiative  in  the 
central  and  southern  Golan.  Or's  brigade,  on  the  right  wing  of  Brigadier 
General  Rafael  Bitan's  36th  Mechanized  Division,  drove  east  from  Nafekh 
toward  Bin  Zivan,  Sindinia,  and  Rantania.  This  advance  was  coordinated 
with  novenents  of  other  Israeli  units  to  the  south  and  ended  the  danger 
of  n  Syrian  breakout  to  the  Jordan  River. 

Significance:  The  Syrian  1st  Axnored  Division's  spearhead  was 
stopped  at  Nafekh,  and  the  threat  of  a  Syrian  breakthrough  in  this 
sector  was  ended.  The  Israelis  gained  the  initiative. 

Source:  X.2;  X.3. 
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Tel  Faria,  8-10  October  1973 

At  1400  on  8  October  1973,  the  Israeli  146th  Armored  Division  coammnded 
by  Major  General  Mas  he  Peled,  joined  the  Israeli  counteroffensive  in  the  extreme 
southern  sector  of  the  Golan  Heights,  the  14th  and  19th  brigades  on  the  division* 
left  and  the  20th  Brigade  to  the  southeast  on  the  main  northward  road  through  El 
Al.  As  the  Israeli  advance  gained  ground,  the  146th  Anored  Division's  right 
wing  and  the  left  wing  of  Major  General  Dan  Laner's  240th  Armored  Division 
threatened  to  envelop  the  Syrian  5th  Division.  The  cc— ander  of  the  5th 
Division,  Brigadier  General  Ali  Aslan,  withdrew  his  forces  and  formed 
a  defensive  line  farther  east.  By  evening  the  146th  Armored  Division's 
leading  elements  were  attacking  a  Syrian  antitank  defense  area  south  of 
the  high  ground  at  Tel  Paris. 

On  9  October,  the  146th  Armored  Division  continued  to  advance  and 
in  the  process  relieved  most  of  the  beleaguered  Israeli  strongpoints 
in  the  southern  Golan,  including  the  fortifications  on  Tel  Paris  that 
had  been  bypassed  by  the  Syrians  in  the  first  two  days  of  their  offensive. 

By  evening,  after  stopping  several  fierce  Syrian  counterattacks,  the  146th 
Armored  Division  had  reached  the  original  boundary  line  on  the  eastern 
edge  of  the  Golan  Heights  and  advanced  beyond  in  several  places.  The 
next  day,  one  of  the  division's  brigades  cooperated  with  Major  General 
Laner's  division  in  encircling  and  destroying  the  remnants  of  two 
Syrian  brigades  near  Hushniyah. 

Significance:  By  late  on  10  October,  the  Israeli  counteroffensive 
had  recaptured  most  of  the  ground  taken  by  the  Syrians  during  the  first 
two  days  of  their  offensive,  Israeli  forces  were  now  poised  for  an 
advance  on  to  the  Damascus  Plain. 

Source:  X.2;  X.3. 
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Mount  Hennonit,  8-9  October  1973 


Late  in  the  afternoon  of  8  October  the  Syrian  7th  Division  conmander. 
Brigadier  General  Omar  Abrash,  pulled  back  the  depleted  units  of  his  first 
echelon  and  committed  his  second  echelon.  At  dusk  as  he  was  preparing  to 
attack  with  his  armor  he  was  killed  in  his  tank  and  the  attack  postponed  until 
morning.  Shortly  after  dawn  on  9  October  the  attack  commenced,  and  supported 
by  a  heavy  artillery  concentration,  the  division  moved  ahead.  By  0900  its 
tanks  had  reached  the  saddle  between  Mount  Hennonit  and  Tel  el  Mekhafi.  A 
para  troop  battalion  was  landed  in  helicopters  a  few  kilometers  to  the  northwest. 
Under  intense  artillery  fire,  and  threatened  with  envelopment,  the  remaining 
elements  of  the  Israeli  7th  Armored  Brigade  began  to  fall  back.  However, 
Brigadier  General  Rafael  Eitan,  the  division  commander,  sent  reinforcement, 
the  remnants  of  the  188th  Brigade  --  about  one  battalion  strong.  At  the 
same  time  word  came  by  radio  from  one  of  the  bypassed  Israeli  strongholds 
near  Ahmadiyeh  that  the  Syrians  were  starting  to  pull  back. 

The  Syrians  and  Israelis  had  fought  each  other  to  a  standstill  on  Mount 
Hennonit,  but  the  superior  training  of  the  Israeli  regulars,  combined  with 
the  death  of  General  Abrash,  turned  the  tide  in  favor  of  the  Israelis.  By 
evening  the  Syrians  had  been  driven  back  to  the  vicinity  of  the  Purple  Line. 

Significance:  The  tenacious  defense  by  the  remnants  of  the  Israeli 
7th  Brigade  held  the  Syrian  7th  Division  until  Israeli  reinforcements 
arrived  and  stabilized  the  situation. 

Source:  X.2;  X.3. 
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Mount  Herman  1.8  October  1973 

In  October  1973,  the  Israeli  observation  post  on  the  southern  part 
of  Mount  Herman  contained  highly  sensitive  electronics  surveillance 
equipment  used  to  gather  intelligence  on  the  Syrian  forces  opposite 
the  Golan  Heights.  Pram  the  observation  post  portions  of  Lebanon, 

Syria,  and  Israel  are  visible,  and  Syrian  defenses  facing  Israeli 
positions  on  the  Golan  were  carefully  watched.  On  6  October,  at  the  outset 
of  the  general  Syrian  offensive,  a  Syrian  cornnando  raid  captured  the 
lightly  defended  post,  driving  out  or  killing  the  defenders  and 
immediately  establishing  defensive  positions  to  repulse  Israeli 
counterattacks. 

The  threat  of  a  Syrian  breakthrough  on  the  Golan  Heights  precluded 
an  Israeli  counterattack  on  7  October,  but  on  the  following  day  an 
attempt  was  made  to  retake  the  position.  Elements  of  the  crack  Golani 
Brigade  attacked  up  the  mountain  against  Syrian  prepared  defenses. 
Anticipating  an  attack,  the  Syrians  threw  back  the  Golani  troops  and 
allowed  no  gains.  For  the  time  being,  the  Israeli  observation  post 
and  its  excellent  view  of  the  Golan  remained  in  Syrian  hands. 

Significance:  The  Syrian  defeat  of  the  Golani  Brigade's  counterattack 
allowed  them  to  retain  control  of  the  important  Israeli  observation  post 
on  Mount  Hermon. 

Sources:  X.2;  X.3. 
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Tel  Shams,  11-13  October  1973 

On  11  October  at  1100  Ei tan's  Division  advanced  across  the  Purple  Line 
into  the  Syrian  defensive  positions,  on  the  left  of  a  two  division  Israeli 
offensive.  (Laner's  Division  was  on  the  right;  Peled's  Division  conducted 
local  holding  attacks  further  south.)  Ei  tan's  Division  attacked  with  two 
brigades  abreast:  the  northerly  axis  was  along  the  foothills  of  Mount  Hermon 
toward  Hader  and  Mazrat  Beit  Jan,  and  the  southerly  brigade  drove  due  east 
through  Jubat  and  Hales  toward  Tel  Shams.  The  Israelis  were  opposed  by  the 
Syrian  7th  Infantry  Division,  reinforced  with  a  tank  brigade,  and  with  a 
Moroccan  brigade  an  its  right.  By  late  afternoon  both  Israeli  spearheads  had 
broken  through  the  resistance  to  their  imnediate  front  but  were  being  vigor¬ 
ously  counterattacked.  The  Israelis  had  hoped  that  the  Syrians,  as  they  had 
done  in  1967,  would  break  and  run,  but  they  were  soon  disappointed  as  the  7th 
Infantry  Division  fought  with  determination,  taking  a  toll  of  Israeli  armor 
with  their  Saggers  and  RPG-7s. 

Meanwhile  the  3d  Syrian  Armored  Division  moved  back  into  the  previously- 
prepared  Saassaa  defensive  line  southwest  of  Damascus.  This  division,  which 
had  not  been  committed  in  the  first  five  days  of  the  battle,  was  fresh  and 
battleworthy.  When  the  Israeli  advance  reached  the  Saassaa  line  on  the  12th 
and  13th  of  October,  it  was  halted  by  these  fresh  troops.  After  heavy  fighting 
the  Israelis  finally  took  Tel  Shams  on  the  night  of  13/14  October,  and  ended 
their  offensive. 

Significance:  The  Israeli,  effort  to  drive  to  Damascus  penetrated 
the  Syrian  defenses,  but  the  Israelis  had  not  achieved  a  breakthrough 
by  13  October. 

Sources:  X.2;  X.3. 
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Tel  Shaar,  11-12  October  1973 

On  the  rooming  of  11  October  Israeli  Major  General  Dan  Laner's  240th 
Armored  Division  attacked  eastward  from  the  town  of  Kuneitra  along  the  main 
Damascus  road.  Laner's  mission  was  to  aid  in  the  attenpt  to  break  through 
Syrian  defenses  southwest  of  Damascus  and  support  Brigadier  General  Raphael 
Ei tan's  36th  Mechanized  Division  an  his  left  flank,  prepared  to  follow 
Ei tan's  advance. 

Using  the  17th  Armored  Brigade  as  a  spearhead,  with  the  79th  Armored 
Brigade  providing  covering  fire,  the  240th  Armored  Division  attacked  two  hours 
after  the  36th  Mechanized  Division  began  its  offensive.  The  17th  Brigade 
was  almost  immediately  held  up  by  determined  Syrian  resistance  and  lost  a 
number  of  tanks.  But  reserve  units  of  the  brigade  were  committed,  and  the 
Israelis  broke  through  to  the  crossroads  at  Khan  Arnaba.  The  79th  Brigade 
proceeded  to  the  northeast  and  the  19th  Brigade  to  the  southeast  and  the  high 
ground  at  Tel  Shaar  against  stiff  resistance. 

The  division  continued  its  advance  eastward  the  next  morning.  At  Nasej , 
elements  of  the  division  swung  northward  to  envelop  the  strong  Syrian  defenses 
in  front  of  Saassaa  where  the  Syrian  3d  Armored  Division  was  holding  up  the 
advance  units  of  the  36th  Mechanized  Division.  From  the  dominating  height 
of  Tel  Shaar,  Laner  observed  that  arrival  of  elements  of  an  Iraqi  armored 
division  on  his  Division's  right  flank.  Anticipating  an  Iraqi  counterattack, 
he  deployed  his  units  to  meet  the  Iraqi  threat  from  the  south. 

But  the  Iraqi  tanks  did  not  counterattack.  Nevertheless,  their  unexpected 
appearance  disrupted  Israeli  plans  and  forced  Laner  to  cut  short  his  drive  to 
the  north  and  redeploy  his  division  to  fight  the  Iraqi  armor. 

Significance:  Determined  Syrian  resistance  slowed  the  Israeli  attack; 
the  fortuitous  arrival  of  Iraqi  armor,  though  not  part  of  a  planned  Arab 
counteroffensive,  forced  the  Israelis  to  change  their  plan  of  action. 

Source:  X.2;  X.3. 
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Tel  el  Harm.  13  October  1973 

Oh  12  October,  while  Major  General  Den  Laner's  240th  Armored 
Division  attacked  northeast  on  the  right  wing  of  the  Israeli  counter¬ 
offensive  into  Syria,  he  discovered  that  Iraqi  aneored  uiitsLJbad  arrived 
south  of  his  division’s  axis  of  advance.  He  called  off  the  attack,  and 
preparations  to  meet  an  Iraqi  attack.  -  However,  the  Iraqis,  failing 
to  detect  the  Israelis,  remained  unaware  that  they  were  in  a  favorable 
position  to  strike  the  240th  Division's  flank.  Halting  late  on  12 
October,  they  inadvertently  permitted  Laner  to  deploy  his  units  in  a 
hastily  prepared  ambush.  Deploying  his  three  brigages  in  a  bed-like 
formation  facing  generally  east,  leaving  only  light  covering  forces 
to  contain  the  Syrians  in  the  Saassaa  line. 

At  dawn  on  13  October,  the  Iraqis  renewed  their  approach,  driving 
straight  into  the  Israeli  trap,  unaware  that  the  tanks  and  artillery 
of  the  entire  240th  Armored  Division  were  awaiting  them.  The  signal 
to  open  fire  was  given  by  tanks  of  the  19th  Armored  Brigade  an  the 
northern  side  of  the  ambush,  as  Iraqi  tanks  came  within  200  meters  of 
them.  In  a  few  minutes,  many  Iraqi  tanks,  most  of  them  from  the  8th 
Mechanized  Brigade,  were  destroyed,  and  the  Iraqi  units  were  in  disorder. 
Israeli  casualties  in  this  one-sided  engagement  were  very  low. 

Significance:  Although  the  Iraqis  had  suffered  a  devastating 
tactical  defeat  at  the  hands  of  General  Laner's  division,  their  presence 
at  the  front  allowed  the  Syrians  to  shift  units  to  the  Syrian  defensive 
sector  to  the  north  and  forced  Laner  to  suspend  his  enveloping  attack 
against  Syrian  positions  at  Saassaa. 

Source:  X.2;  X.3. 
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By  the  evening  of  13  October ,  the  Israeli  counteroffensive  on  the 
D— ecus  Plain  had  reached  its  farthest  advance.  Snail  actions  during 
the  next  few  days  caused  aiaor  fluctuations  in  the  line  arowd  Saassaa, 
but  neither  side  achieved  a  breakthrough*  On  14  October,  the 
Jordanian  40th  Azmred  Brigade  entered  the  front  lines  against  the 
southern  shoulder  of  the  Israeli  salient,  between  the  Iraqi  Third 
Axaored  Division  and  the  Syrian  9th  Infantry  Division  defending  against 
the  Israeli  right.  On  IS  October,  the  Iraqi  3d  Axaored  Division  was 
preparing  for  a  major  counterattack  west  of  Kfar  Shane  early  the 
following  noming.  The  Israelis  noted  the  Iraqi  preparations,  and 
at  1600  on  IS  October,  Major  General  Dan  Inner  launched  his  240th 
Axaored  Division  in  a  limited  spoiling  attack  against  the  Iraqis, 
making  a  wide  envelopment  of  their  right  flank,  driving  than  off  the 
high  ground  on  Tel  Antar,  and  forcing  then  to  withdrew  about  five 
ldlaawters. 

Significance:  The  preemptive  attack  by  the  Israeli  240th  Axaored 
Brigade  disrupted  the  offensive  preparations  of  the  Iraqi  3d  Axaored 
Division,  and  resulted  in  its  being  unable  to  attack  with  the  other 
Arab  units  the  following  day. 

Source:  X.2;  X.3. 
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Naba,  16  October  1973 


On  14  October,  the  Jordanian  40th  Amored  Brigade  entered  the  front  lines 
against  the  south  face  of  the  Israeli  salient  that  jutted  onto  the  Tlmsinii 
Plain  east  of  the  Golan  Heights,  the  Jordanians  were  positioned  between 
the  Iraqi  3d  Amored  Division  an  the  right  and  the  Syrian  9th  Infantry  Division 
on  the  left.  Colonel  Haled  Hajhouj  el  Majali,  coanender  of  the  40th  Amored 
Brigade  (who  was  on  that  day  proaeted  to  brigadier)  was  placed  under  the  rr—nd 
of  the  Iraqi  3d  Division  comander,  Brigadier  General  Lefts, 

On  15  October,  Lafta  was  ordered  by  the  Syrian  Chief  of  Staff,  Major 
General  Youssef  Chakkour,  to  plan  for  a  aajor  counterattack  on  the  following 
■oming  which  would  include  the  40th  Amored  Brigade.  The  Israelis  noted  the 
Iraqi  preparations  and  launched  a  United  spoiling  attack  against  the  Iraqis, 
forcing  then  to  withdrew  about  five  ULloawters. 

As  scheduled,  the  Jordanians,  plus  an  attached  Saudi  Arabian  contingent, 
and  a  Syrian  brigade  near  Us  Butne,  attacked  at  0500  an  16  October,  only  to 
discover  that  the  Iraqis  were  not  taking  pert.  The  attackers  failed  to  gain  any 
ground  and  by  0900  withdrew  after  suffering  Moderate  losses.  At  about  1000  the 
Iraqis  belatedly  began  their  counterattack  and  were  stopped  i mediately  by  the 
waiting  Israelis.  A  few  hours  later  the  40th  Amored  Brigade  was  detached 
from  the  Iraqi  division  and  placed  under  the  Syrian  9th  Division. 

Significance:  Lack  of  coordination  aaong  the  Arab  units  participating 
in  the  16  October  counterattack  contributed  to  the  failure  of  the  action.  The 
Israelis  detected  Arab  preparations  and  were  well  prepared.  Their  readiness 
helped  to  \  vent  any  Arab  penetrations  of  the  Israeli  line. 

Sources:  X.2;  X.3. 
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Arab  Counterof  f  ena ive .  19  October  1973 

Ob  17  and  18  Octobtr,  for  the  first  tint  since  the  1973  October  War  began, 
there  was  a  lull  all  along  the  Syrian  front.  The  Israelis  took  advantage  of 
this  lull  to  send  Ifcjor  General  Noshe  Peled's  146th  Araored  Division  to  relieve 
Major  General  Dan  Laner's  fatigued  240th  Amored  Division  on  the  eastern  and 
southern  faces  of  the  Israeli  salient  on  the  Daneacua  Plain.  Several  battalions 
fran  all  three  Israeli  divisions  on  the  Syrian  front  were  shifted  south  to  the 
Sinai. 

On  19  October  the  Syrian  front  again  enqpted  into  considerable  activity 
with  a  series  of  Arab  counterattacks.  The  principal  Arab  effort  was  against 
tee  south  face  of  the'  Israeli  salient,  with  Iraqi,  Jordanian,  and  Syrian 
forces  taking  part.  There  was  little  coordination,  however,  between  these 
individual  attacks,  and  the  Israelis  had  little  trouble  in  beating  thoa  back  - 
despite  tee  fact  that  soau  units  had  been  pulled  out  to  go  to  the  Sinai  front. 
Late  on  the  previous  day  tee  Israelis  had  occupied  Ua  Butne;  on  19  October 
they  consolidated  their  hold  on  this  tout. 

Significance:  The  Israelis  had  settled  into  prepared  defensive  positions 
and  beat  back  all  Arab  counterattacks.  Lacking  coordination,  the  pieceneal 
attack  of  19  October  failed  to  penetrate  Israeli  positions. 

Sources:  X.2;  X.3. 
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Mount  Hernon  II.  21  October  1973 

Dm  Israeli  observation  post  on  Mount  Hernon  had  been  seized  by  the  Syrians 
in  a  helibome  and  ground  assault  on  6  October  1973,  the  first  day  of  the 
Syrian  Golan  offensive.  On  21  October,  the  observation  post  was  still  in 
Syrian  hands,  defended  by  troops  of  a  para  troop  brigade  who  had  improved  the 
fortified  positions  on  the  high  ground.  An  Israeli  attaapt  to  retake  the 
position  on  8  October  had  failed. 

On  21  October,  the  Israeli  1st  Infantry  (Golani)  Brigade  atteaptod  once 
again  to  retake  the  Mount  Henan  observation  post  in  a  conbined  ground  and 
helicopter  assault.  Dm  effort  failed,  and  at  1600,  as  the  Israelis  were 
pulling  back,  they  were  hit  by  Syrian  fightor-bonbers.  I—edistely,  waiting 
Israeli  fighters  swept  in  to  neet  the  attackers,  and  an  air  battle  broke  out 
over  Mount  Hernon. 

Significance:  Despite  the  Golani  Brigade's  efforts,  the  Mount  Hernon  obser¬ 
vation  post  still  maained  in  Syrian  hands  at  the  end  of  21  October.  With 
a  UN-iaposed  ceasefire  expected,  it  was  crucial  for  the  Israelis  to  capture 
the  position  to  retain  its  coananding  view  of  the  Golan  Heights  before  cease¬ 
fire  lines  were  drawn  up.  One  note  attenpt  at  recapture  was  planr  d  for  toe 
following  day. 

Sources:  X.2;  X.3. 
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Haunt  Hereon  III.  22  October  1973 

On  21  October,  after  an  unsuccessful  Israeli  sttopt  to  retake  the 
Mount  Hereon  observation  post  an  the  northern  Golan  Heights,  Syrian 
helicopters  flee  in  rolnforrananta  and  supplies  for  the  paratroqp 
brigade  defeating  an  Mount  Hereon.  On  22  October  the  Israelis  launched 
another  conbined  ground  and  helicopter  assault,  this  aas  a  larger  and 
better  planned  attack  than  that  of  the  previous  day,  involving  not  only 
the  1st  Infantry  (Golani)  Brigade  but  also  an  airdrop  of  east  of  the 
31st  Rsrstroop  Brigade. 

While  the  Golani  Brigade  attacked  the  former  Israeli  observation 
post,  the  paratroopers  aade  a  surprise  drop  bedide  the  Syrian  observation 
post,  higher  up  on  the  ridge  and  dose  to  the  sueit  of  Mount  Hereon, 
the  Syrians,  recognizing  the  threat  to  their  position,  attempted  a 
helibome  counterattack  against  the  Israeli  paratroopers.  However, 
after  three  large  helicopters  were  shot  down,  they  called  off  the  effort. 

The  Israeli  paratroopers  then  quickly  overran  and  secured  the 
Syrian  position  and  began  to  move  down  the  ridge  to  assist  the  Golani 
Brigade,  the  Golani  units,  advancing  on  the  ground  and  by  helicopter, 
had  already  surrounded  their  fbnwr  observation  post  and  were  beginning 
s  final  assault,  this  attack  was  successful,  and  between  1930  and  2000 
the  Israelis  secured  their  old  observation  post. 

«Sign<ficMK»;  the  Israelis  retook  their  observation  post  an  Mount 
Hereon  after  the  scheduled  UN  ceasefire. 

Source:  X.2;  X.3. 
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